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PREFACE. 



**Abusus non tollit usum." Abuse is no argument against 

proper use. 

It would be an inexcusable affectation for 
the writer of these pages to offer any 
apology. None can be needed with any 
fair-minded person, either in or out of the 
Society of Friends. But it is right that all 
should clearly understand^ that the present agi- 
tation of the question of the * 'Ordinances*' has 
not been * 'thrust upon the Church" by any man^ 
much less by the writer. But we are brought iifX-^L^ * - 
the special providence of God, once more face to \ Ptt^ 
face with the question whether or no we are His / i^U.-^ < 
* 'friends," and will **do whatsoever He com^ 4h»^C 
mands us." It is not in our own land alone, "* 
but in England as well, that a remarkable spirit 
of inquiry and research has sprung up. We are 
told on good authority that in London Yly. Mtg. 
"It is not the indifferent or the worldly amongst 
our members who hold this view, (i. e., the 
same with nearly all the churches of Christen- 
dom,) but it is some of the most spiritual, indeed 
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the very flower of the Society." It is true that 
for the last fifteen years there has been a great 
deal of preaching and lecturing and writing upon 
our " distinctive views," and a system of prose- 
lyting entered upon by some, which appeared to 
have these, and nothing higher for a basis. 
The zeal with which this has been prosecuted 
has kept pace with a total misapprehension of 
I tiie true spirit of Quakerism, and the original 
sition of the Society in reference to the "Or- 
Biances." This course has been a grief and 
burden to many in the church, who could not 
be imposed upon by the false and traditional 
trpretations of Scripture to which they were 
bopelled to listen. Not only so, they knew 
great injustice was being done to the 
Fathers, and a grievous wrong to the Church. 
The most loving and Christian protests have 
been disregarded; conscientious convictions 
have been sneered at, and Quakers are now 
taught that their consciences belong to the 
Church. The most over-bearing course has been 
taken with some, and most impertinent invita- 
tions given to others to leave the Society. The 
tyranny of our day is not that of the State, or 
that of Diana, but that of antiquity and tradi- 
tion, which decrees the ruin of any man who 
contemns its false gods, 
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But pleasant as popularity and ''influence" 
may be, and not to be despised, these are not 
the true measure of usefulness or of imperish- 
able reward. Not only so, for every man whose 
life is truly formed on the divine model, there is 
a double reward, viz : ignominy in his own gen- 
eration and possible apothosis in the next. 

* 'Seven Grecian cities mourned great Homer dead 
In which the living Homer begged his bread." 

For himself, the writer has weighed the cost 
and gladl)'' counts * 'those things that are gain to 
him loss, for the excellency of the knowledge of 
Christ." We defer to no one in a zeal to pro- 
claim the privilege, value and supreme necessity 
of the promised baptism with the Holy Ghost. 
For sixteen years this has been our constant 
theme and entreaty, that men would comply 
with the exact conditions which are necessary 
in order to receive this baptism. We are more 
and more impressed with these glorious realities 
and have not the slightest thought of relaxing 
our endeavor, or of lowering the standard in any 
way. On the contrary we propose nothing but 
an onward march, and the removal of every ob- 
struction in the path of "Holiness unto the 
Lord." "We have never learned to play a 
retreat." We are nothing loth to "reaffirm" 
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positive truth, and are at it all the time, with 
our might, laboring night and day with tears to 
get men converted and sanctified to God ; to get 
them really baptized with the Holy Ghost. 
But a wide experience has taught us and many 
others, that there are multitudes upon whom the 
truth has made but shght impression, and in 
whom it is completely obstructed, by a substitu- 
tion of "spiritual views" for spiritual realities. 
We have sometimes met with those who at- 
tributed saving efficacj' to the observance of 
water baptism ; but we here put it on record as 
our evidence, that we have dealt with far more 
who have just as certainly, and perhaps as un- 
consciously, attributed a saving virtue to their 
disuse of water. It is just as easy, and as com- 
mon, too, in this our day and in our land of 
"liberty" for men to "rest" in their "spiritual 
views" as in "carnal ordinances," and we must 
address ourselves to our ozvii diseases, and not: 
to those of England or the English Church. 0«r; 
ritualism is not theirs, but its antlpode. It i$' 
one of negations, but just as real, and even morel 
formidable to cope with than if it could be 
more easily exposed. To refuse obedience to 
God, lest men should think we were seekii^ 
some saving efficacy in the act of obediencej 
to obey man, and to lose the blessing of Gi 
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and thus become *'what we deplore. *' We may 
become so concerned, for the maintainance of 
'*our views/* as to be incapable of making any 
true application of those views, either to our 
own souls or to the needs of the 19th century, as 
did our fathers to the needs of the 17th. 

A vaunted abstinence from water baptism 
cannot be a '^testimony" to the value and im- 
portance of Holy Ghost baptism. They have 
no such relation to each other, as to make such 
a thing possible. It were just as reasonable to 
argue that a faithful disregard of marriage vows 
would impress men with the value and import- 
ance of the institution of marriage. A persists 
ent refusal to touch **the bread that perisheth" 
might be the vagary of ranters, but it could 
never be a testimony in favor of the spiritual 
bread that came down from heaven. The ab- 
sence of leaves on a tree might indicate disease, 
but could hardly be construed into a proof that 
it bore choice fruit. An habitual neglect to pay 
debts would not generally be considered good 
evidence of love to our neighbor. In short, 
there is no value in testimony to * 'spiritual 
views'' on the line of negations. Such testimony 
must be on the positive side, and borne by 
spiritual men; by those who have proven the 
complete sufficiency of Christ and his power to 
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save through faith alone; who receive, enjoy, J 
live and "work out" his "great salvation" in the J 
joy of the Lord. Then shall we "abide in Him" I 
— "walk as He walked" — "keep His command- 
ments" without murmarings and disputings, in 
all simplicity and love, and so "shine as ligl 
in the world." 

As to the interprctaiimi of Scripture, we need J 
to exercise continually that "holy impartiality" 
which J. J. Guniey enjoins, and give heed to 
his warnings, against those "conventional mis- 
interpretations of Scripture, which impede the 
free progress of truth, and which have arisen 
. among us." As to my appeal to the declara- 
tions of Early Friends, I have spoken advisedly, 
and hold myself responsible for a fair construc- 
tion of their meaning. Not that I am respona-i 
ble for the consistency of their entire argumentSj I 
or the inconsistency of statements which is often 
to be found. I have been accused of "gar- 
bling," "misrepresentation," "mutilation," &c, 
I think my critics arc mistaken, and that theyJ 
will be able to verify every sentiment attributec 
to these authors. Theyare not to the discredit 
of them, but quite the reverse. I have only had 
occasion to quote noblf utterances. If they are 
false, and contradicted by other utterance, it \9m 
a pity, but these are not expunged therebyj 
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Rather than deny the tolerant and Christian spirit 
proven to exist with these fathers in the church, 
it is better, I suppose, to break the force of it 
all, by excusing it as belonging to the "infancy 
of the Society, which afterward became unmis- 
takably opposed to all ritualism^'' (?) as says the 
Indiana minute of 1879. We always thought 
they were opposed to **all ritualism,'* even in 
"infancy/' We always understood Fox and 
Penn that way ! 

But complaint is made that the Society could 
not be "two hundred years misunderstanding its 
teachers,*' and a good deal of declamation is 
heard about * *new lights, '' etc. Now if it was just 
the thing for Fox to join issue, with all of his 
past, and with the consensus of the entire 
Church for 1600 years, we fail to see how it is 
incredable that some of his sons, might not 
properly lift the vail from some of the mists of 
200 years ? Not only so ; a people whose very ^ 
existence seems to hang upon a successful show- 
ing, that the Apostles of Jesus Christ had failed 
to understand Him, and just went on * 'doing 
many things not commanded,*' ought not to be 
so jealous as to their own infallibility. Of course 
one cannot quote everything ; but as it has been 
objected that I "did not quote all that John 
Crook said," I will venture to add one more 
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sentence of his — "we find by daily experience, 
that most men and women live like Pharoahs, 
lean kine, only to eat up the fat and to envy 
those that arc not so lean souled as themselves. " 

It would have been a small matter for the 
dignitaries of olden time to allow a man to wear 
his hat for conscience sake, but when it was dis- 
alllowed, it became an important issue, and the 
hat won the day against all of England, because 
it had a conscience under it. " But it is said, that 
a testimony against these rites, are among 
our cardinal doctrines, and must not be 
compromised" — Is this true? Let us hear 
Wm. Penii deny this in toto. He gives 
a complete summary of friends' doctrines, ' 'gen- 
eral and particular," but nothing of this kind is 
in the list. Look at it. 

" J^irsi. repentance, which comprehends three 
operations — sight of sin, !;orrow for it, and ] 
amendment of life or justification. " 

" From hence sprang a second doctrine, viz;l 
perfection from sin, etc. 
* " Thirdly, an acknowledgment of eterns 
rewards and punishments. This was the j 
port of their (Friends) doctrine and viinistry. " 

"But besides these general doctrines 
larger branches, there sprang forth several j 
ticular doctrines, as 
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1. ** Communion and loving one another, 
etc.'* 

2. **Love enemies, etc.*' 

3. ** Truth speaking, etc." 

4. **Not fighting, etc." 

5. ** Refuse to pay tithes, etc." 

6. '* No respect of persons," etc. 

7. **Use plain language," etc. 

8. ** Silence, and at a word in dealing," etc. 

9. ** Forbore pledging people in drink," etc. 

10. ** Their way of marriage," etc. 

11. **0f births: for births, parents name 
their own children, usually some days after they 
are born," etc. 

12. ** Burials performed with simplicity," etc. 
Now some of these branches are quite small 

and as near the top of the tree as Wm. Penn 
goes, and yet not one word about these said to 
be cardinal doctrines! This enumeration is 
found in **Penn's Key," etc., the same book in 
which, however, he does say that **the people 
called Quakers cannot be said to deny them [i, e, 
baptism and the Supper) that is too hard a 
word,'' Now, after such a declaration, when it 
is said that we were raised up to deny and t 
''testify against these things," let it be repelled 
as a slander upon the memory of the work of 
these good men, raised up of God for a far dif- 
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ferent business. These things are not of the 
nature of tjpes at all, which point forward to 
some coming antitype, but they are simply me- 
morials, which are in themselves entirely con- 
sistent with this dispensation of the Holy Ghost, 
and have a God-appointed place in it, subserv- 
ing the highest effectiveness and spirituality, 
which the church militant has ever displayed, 
or will display on earth. And some of our 
, most distinguished writers concede that those 
who practice these things "are not without i 
scriptural warrant," and that "they are not in- 
consistent with the spirituality of the Gospel." 
I trust that al! of us are aware of, and greatly 
deplore the prevailing errors, and gross abuses, 
which attend us and waylay us at eveiy step. 
It is true in the realm of grace, as well as of 
nature, that whatever can be useii can also be 
abused; and that whatever can be employed 
for good can also be perverted into evil. It is 
no remedy to shrink from the responsibility of 
proper use and so allow the equal balance of truth 
to be destroyed. I may be excused for again 
explicitly stating my own position to be in favor 
of an unjtttered conscience and freedom of utter- 
ance on this whole gieeslion, so that with a nobil- 
ity equal to the Bereans, the Scriptures may be 
searched and convictions expressed without pro- 
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scription on any side. So that though brethren 
may differ both as to view and practice, they 
may differ just as we do, and always have done, 
in many other things, *^ without judging'' one 
another. We agree to disagree, and do it in 
love, and the moment we can do that the great 
difficulty vanishes. And all of the controversies 
in ** other churches" over this question about 
which we have been so fully informed, as well as all 
of the still greater controversies, over other things 
in our own, and about which we know so well, have 
arisen because of a violation of this law of love. 
With my whole heart I accept the Apostolic 
instructions as an applicable basis, for this im- 
portant question at this very time. ** Let every 
man be fully persuaded in his own mind. 
He that regardeth a day, regardeth it to the 
Lord, and he that regardeth not the day to th^ 
Lord, he doth not regard it. So then every 
one of us shall give account of himself to God. 
Let us not therefore judge one another any 
more. Who art thou that judgest another man's 
servant? To his own master he standeth or 
falleth." But say some, such a millenial state 
of affairs is not a practicable thing in any de- 
nomination. ** Baptists would never stand it 
if one of their preacher's opposed their creed." 
Possibly not. But they have a creed, and we 
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claim to be " peculiar " and different from 
others, because we have none but the Bible, 
and then claim the right to fall back on our 
traditions in lieu of a creed, and justify our ac- 
tions by the example of other people ! Oh ! let 
us be consistent! And any people who delight 
in talking as much as we do, about the wolf 
dwelling with the lamb, and the leopard with 
the kid, and the calf and the young lion all liv- 
ing together in peace, like well behaved brutes, 
ought to be ashamed to proclaim to the world 
that Christians cannot do as much. It must be 
a very spurious "substance " that we get, if we 
cannot do it. The arguments in favor of such an 
open and avowed return to primitive Christianity 
are innumerable. The discipline and renewed 
consecration, necessarily exercised in such a 
case, would be in themselves, an incalculable 
means of grace. It would put an end forever 
to the incessant endeavor to apologize for, and 
vindicate views and practices, which never have 
been, and never can be, regarded with favor by 
either the Church at large, or the world. Not 
only so, it would free the members of our own 
Church from constant uneasiness and irritation, 
because of a traditional and injurious interpreta- 
tion of Scripture, heard without the possibility J 
of an attempt at correction. It would quiet ap-1 
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prehensions, restore confidence, promote broth- 
erly love, give a new impulse to Gospel work, 
open the doors of the Church to a number 
of the best men and women of all classes, 
stop the mouths of gainsayers, and put 
us once more on the line of bibli- 
cal harmony and true Christian fellowship. 
To this end I shall continue to labor, ** rejoic- 
ing in hope, patient in tribulation, continuing 
instant in prayer." While I write in candor, 
and use great plainness of speech, I write in 
perfect love to all, and have set down naught 
in malice. ** Finally, brethren, whatsoever 
things are true, whatsoever things are honest, 
whatsoever things are just, whatsoever things 
are pure, whatsoever things are lovely, whatso- 
soever things are of good report; if there be ' 
any virtue, and if there be any praise, think on 
these things." 



Introduction. 



n^T Ohio Yearly Meeting held in Mt. Pleasant, 
/^ Ohio, 9th Mo., 1st, 1885, references were 
sent up from the Quarterly Meetings of Salem, 
Damascus and Adrian, asking for some action 
by the Yearly Meeting on the subject of the 
Ordinances. These requests were referred to 
the Representatives for consideration, when a 
majority of them (say twenty-seven in number) 
agreed to propose to the Yearly Meeting for its 
adoption the following declaration. This report 
was accompanied by a minority protest, signed 
by twenty-six representatives. The considera- 
tion of the report being the order of business, 
the principal portion of ths Address was deliv- 
ered to the meeting, but now revised and com- 
pleted for publication. After a full discussion, 
during which the kindest feelings prevailed, and 
the Lord's presence was graciously felt, the 
judgment of the meeting was taken, when the 
report was rejected^ by at least two to one ! 
When the decision of the clerks was announced, 
all joined heartily in singling the doxology, and 



save through faith alone; who receive, enjoy, 
live and "work out" his "great salvation" in the 
joy of the Lord, Then shall we ' "abide in Him" 
— "walk as He walked" — "keep His command- 
ments" without murmurings and disputings, in 
all simplicity and love, and so "shine as lights 
in the world." 

As to the interpretation of Scripture, we need 
to exercise continuaily that "holy impartiaUty" 
which J. J. Gurney enjoins, and give heed to 
his warnings, against those "conventional mis- 
interpretations of Scripture, which impede the 
free progress of truth, and which hai'e arisen 
among us." As to my appeal to the declara- 
tions of Early Friends, I have spoken advisedly, 
and hold myself responsible for a fair construc- 
. tion of their meaning. Not that I am responsi- 
ble for the consistency of their entire arguments, 
or the inconsistency of statements which is often J 
to be found, I have been accused of "j 
bling." "misrepresentation," "mutilation," &c. J 
I think my critics are mistaken, and that they I 
will be able to verify every sentiment attributed ' 
to these authors. They are not to the discredit 
of them, but quite the reverse. 1 have only had 
occasion to quote noble utterances. If they a 
false, and contradicted by other utterance, it is j 
a pity, but these are not expunged thereby, j 
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Rather than deny the tolerant and Christian spirit 
proven to exist with these fathers in the church, 
it is better, I suppose, to break the force of it 
all, by excusing it as belonging to the "infancy 
of the Society, which afterward became unmis- 
takably opposed to all ritualism,'' (?) assays the 
Indiana minute of 1879. ^^ always thought 
they were opposed to '*all ritualism^'' even in 
* 'infancy." We always understood Fox and 
Penn that way ! 

But complaint is made that the Society could 
not be ** two hundred years misunderstanding its 
teachers,'* and a good deal of declamation is 
heard about * *new lights, '* etc. Now if it was just 
the thing for Fox to join issue, with all of his 
past, and with the consensus of the entire 
Church for 1600 years, we fail to see how it is 
incredable that some of his sons, might not 
properly lift the vail from some of the mists of 
200 years ? Not only so ; a people whose very ^ 
existence seems to hang upon a successful show- 
ing, that the Apostles of Jesus Christ had failed 
to understand Him, and just went on * 'doing 
many things not commanded,*' ought not to be 
so jealous as to their own infallibility. Of course 
one cannot quote everything ; but as it has been 
objected that I **did not quote all that John 
Crook said,** I will venture to add one more 



have done to keep this discussion mit of this 
meeting. But it is here in the providence of \ 
God, though not by my voice. And being 
here, I reverently trust and pray that I shall 
dischai^e my duty to the Church and to God as 
He shall enable me. I shall ask and expect 
your patient, courteous and prayerful attention 
to what I may say, whether it commend itself to 
your judgments and your consciences, yea or 
nay. I will at least give to you the convictions 
of an honest heart, and in the fear of the Lord. 
The wide-spread interest which attaches to this 
question is not one of curiosity alone. It would 
be a great mistake to regard it thus. From 
whatever standpoint, it is in the main a pro- 
found anxiety and desire for the best interests of 
our beloved Church. I do not claim pre-emi- 
nence in wisdom or foresight, but you will allow 
me to declare my deliberate and solemn convic- 
tion that I have no apprehensions whatei'cr for the 
safety and welfare of our Zion because of this 
day's deliberations. On the contrary, God shall 
be glorified and the Church strengthened by the 
discipline and candor exercised in a patient inves- 
tigation. But few such bodies on earth could 
stand the strain, but with us I am sanguine that 
true manliness and brotherly love will prevail. 
For myself, let me speak no unkind word, how- 
ever plain may be my speech. As to the result, 
\ I have not a thought or a purpose other than 
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the most cheerful acquiesence, however it may 
be. Let me assure my friends that I have no 
personal aims or ends to serve. I deprecate 
everything in the nature of schism, and if the 
bounds of my church are to become too narrow 
for the conscientious discharge of my functions 
as a minister of Jesus Christ, I shall simply 
accept it with cheerfulness and as the will of 
God. I object to the passage of this proposed 
measure — because : 

1st. It is practically the same that was acted 
upon by the Yearly Meeting only a few years 
ago, and defeated both in the meeting of minis- 
ters and elders, and the Yearly Meeting at large. 

2nd. Its introduction at this time is regarded 

« 

as the result of a personal influence and manage- 
ment which is unquakerly, and contravenes the 
sovereign rights of individuals and of the Quar- 
terly Meetings which send up references bearing 
the marks of a suspicious uniformity. 

3rd. It is unbecoming Ohio Yearly Meeting 
to be coerced into such grave measures by a 
menace concerning a question of ** correspond- 
ence *' with co-ordinate bodies, which is too 
small a matter to be put in the scale at all with 
any subject of this import. 

4th. It is not at all a solution of the question 
or an escape from our dilemma, but is much like 
the case of the man who climbed a tree to escape 
a flood, but found the branches above him filled 
with serpents. 



5th. The proposed compulsion of unity by 
the passage of these "uniformity acts," which 
are only a feeble copy of those of Queen Eliza- 
beth or King James, will always fail in the 



object sought, and 



;ntual!y react to the 



^ 



humiliation of the Church, and a full harvest of ] 
disintegration must be reaped from such a so 

"llyl ^ 

^•^ 0th. For a Chmch to judge any member as 

'V^. an offender, except for some moral offence, or one 
against the e-oangelical faith or teachings of the 
Bible, is to violate the constitutional law of the | 
universal Churek of Christ, and to pass an act of j 
secession from it, and to take our place as 
schism or a cotwenticle governed by human rules j 
of our own making. But it is universally and 1 
always conceded that tJiese offences are not at all j 
of the character described. Therefore, to act as | 
if they were, and impose the penalties pre- 
scribed, is to lose t/ie Headsldp of Chist, since 
He is only "Head over all things to His I 
Church" and to nothing else. It is indeed true J 
that a denomination may rightfully do or not do | 
many thing.? that are peculiar to itself, without 1 
violating the spirit or the letter of Christianity a 
all, just as a State has peculiar privileges, but J 
always within the Constitution of the United I 
States. But William Penn weii says: "Chris- I 
tianity allows of no name ox pretence wliatever for I 
persecuting any man for matters of mere 
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ligion/* and then he explains this to mean, 
either to ^ ^violate his mind'' or to ** persecute 
his body." Now, if he means ^^any matiy unless 
he is a Quaker preacher, " he should have said so. 

7th. The proposed enactment makes an un- 
warrantable and invidious distinction between 
** ministers and elders" and the membership of 
the Church, who are untouched by it, and are 
allowed to think and ''participate" or "advo- 
cate," as they may choose, without molesta- 
tion.* Such class legislation better befits the 
Church of Rome than the Quakers, and we 
should hang our heads in shame that it has ever 
been resorted to. ^ 

It was Jezebel, we think, who had a peculiar 
controversy with the l^ovA's, prophets, while she 
let the "seven thousand " alone. 

*This point seems now to be very generally conceded in 
all of the Yearly Meetings. Even the editor of the Review, 
who gives no quarters for ministers who differ from himself 
(unless they are not Friends, when he is very obsequious), 
says : ** It would seem hard to constitute a deviation upon 
the subject of the Ordinances an occasion for disownment." 

If But it was defended by the principal advocates of this 
measure on the ground that ministers are the servants of the 
Society, and are bound to preach such preaching as it di- 
rects, or leave it. Also, that such distinctions were made 
by the Church already. For example: •* Ministers and 
Elders were prohibited from the use oi tobacco ! " Of course, 
the degree of similarity between the habit of tobacco chew- 
ing and that of baptizing men in the name of the Lord will 
be differently estimated by different persons ! 



8th. It is, therefore, mt only an invasion 
upon the sacred rights of tlie ministers of Christ, 
but a bold attempt to tamper with nninisterial 
conscience, and fetter the Spirit of God. It 
does this, inasmuch as even ministers may enter- 
tain what convictions they will, so that ^eykeep 
quiet about them. But convictions are right or 
wrong, and if so wrong as to be criminal and un- 
■ sound when utteted. how can they be so tig/it as 
to satisfy us if suppressed? In such a case, to 
be satisfied with suppression, is to be satisfied 
with dishonesty, and to pay a premium foradis- 
honest man. The fallacy of a "church con- 
science" which rests in negations instead of ac- 
tivities, and is conscientious that others shall not 
liave any conscienee, is one of the achievements 
of a subtle mysticism that may take its place 
among the discoveries of the 19th century. 
Pass this! and enforce it, and decimate your body 
of ministers and elders, by lam, and for what ! ! 
Pass this! and let it remain a dead letter, and so train 
the membership to disregard church authority, 
and our ministers to preach sectism, and "our 
views" instead of the gospel. Pass thisX and 
bring contention to our subordinate meetings as 
it goes on down the line, and blast the eager hope 
and sympathy of a world-wide Christianity, for 
which no amount of explanation and patronizing 
charity will ever be able to make amends. Such 
are some of the special reasons in this argument 
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why this measure ought to be overwhelmingly 
and forever defeated. Reasons upon which a 
great variety of opinion can unite, and reasons 
which will justify Ohio Yearly Meeting in that 
defeat in the eyes of all reasonable christians 
everywhere and especially every true Quaket, 



CHAPTER II. 

Action of Othef Yearly Meetings. 

The recent official action of several of the 
Yearly Meetings of Friends in reference to the 
ordinances, has been zealously published to the 
w^^/f/ through the press and otherwise. It has 
thus become a matter of public interest and in- 
quiry. * 'What does it all mean?" and **what 
are the merits of the case ?*' Such constant ap- 
peals for information and the position of the 
wntetf as one who is to be * 'marked and avoided'* 
because he "deceives the hearts of the simple," 
are certainly an ^nx^Xt justification of the present 
strictures. The course taken by the Yearly 
Meetings of New York, Indiana, Western etc., 
and that now proposed by Onio, is substantially / yJ 

the same. It is evidently the result of a con- Nj 

certed effort and a systematic plan on the part\^V*^ 
of a few persons of well-known zeal in such mat- 
ters. It is hardly possible, however, that even 
these J much less the church at large, are conscious 
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of tlieir responsibility in thus openly throwing 
off all disguise, while virtually attacking the 
christian faith and practice of the universal cath- 
olic church. That these who have thus asserted 
themselves, will be held to the irresistible logic 
of their declarations by all of Christendom, is of 
course inevitable. But when it is known, that 
in Indiana for example, only "forty-one" men 
and women, did this important legislation for its 
twenty tliousand members, and that without their 
voice, and in a single day ; and that this but 
illustrates the spirit of the whole ; we think that 
a plea for a suspension of judgment will be al- 
lowed by a christian public* 

It is therefore in behalf of a multitude of un- 
heard "Friends" who are grieved at every intol- 
erant and unchristian course, as well as to vindi- 
cate the truth of God and of history, that I am 
constrained to speak plainly and faithfully. That 
all may clearly understand the matter, we state 
the substantial points in the legislation of the 
Yearly Meetings referred to, 

I. They have "learned with sorrow that cer- 
tain ministers of the Gospel in one of the Yearly 

'In New York the measure was sprung upon the Meeting 
of Miniiiters and Elders and passed liy that budy, before some 
of its leading members liad even a hint of such a purpose. 
And when it came bcfire the Yearlj' Meeting at large, for 
its adoption. Uss than -wcnty ptnons gave their voice 
in favor of it, in a large assemblage of the whole Vearl; 
Meeting. 
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Meetings (Ohio) have submitted to the rite of 
water baptism and have partaken of bread and 
wine in the (so-called) communion of the Lord's 
Supper, some of whom have administered these 
rites to others, etc." The church is besought to 
**mark" and '^ avoid' such as ^^decievers.** And 
in order to * 'protect the membership" from such 
influences and teaching * 'either publicly or pri- 
vately" the church is to ^ ^refuse to receive them 
as ministers of the Gospel" whencesoever they 
may come ! ! , 

2. It is claimed that these decrees are issued 
in conformity with the * 'testimony which the So- 
ciety of Friends has always maintained." 

3. The Holy Scriptures are cited and ap- 
pealed to in vindication of this course and the 
position of Friends. Upon these three points 
we shall make as brief answer as is compatible 
with a discharge of present duty. 



CHAPTER in. 

Personal Attitude, 

We come now to the personal indictment and 
gladly confess judgment. With an unbroken 
Quaker lineage for 200 years, going back to the 
Op den Graeffs, of Germantown, Philadelphia, we 
have perhaps inherited some of our ancestor's 
hate of human bondage of every kind. They 
were pioneers in the cause of both civil and re- 
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ligious liberty. They made energetic protests 
against African Slavery to Phila. Yearly Meeting 
about forty years before that church was willing 
to be "ifoudUd ■with such disturbing questions." 
Many years ago we were thoroughly convinced 
that our Society had been betrayed into a wrong 
position on the "Ordinances." Yet it was not 
the work of a moment to become freed from in- 
herited prejudices, and see clearly their trueplace 
in this dispensation of the Holy Ghost. I was 
already a member of the church. I clearly saw 
the transparent and destructive error of "bap- 
tismal regeneration" as well as the absence of 
all sacramentary efficacy in this or any other rite. 
But the example of my Master and His apostles 
and their teaching were clearly for my following. 
And so for ' 'the trial of my faith and the further- 
ance of the gospel," as old John Crook taught 
me, I was baptized nearly three years ago. 
When applied to by otiiers, I have said "If pos- 
sible I do not wish to give needless anxiety or 
offence." But this year I have baptized 
some of our own members, not daring to at- 
tempt to stifle their convictions, nor yet invite 
them to go elsewhere. Not only so, I have partak- 
en of bread and wine as opportunity was afforded, 
in loving remembrance of my Lord's death, and 
to "skew it/otlk to olhefs." While I have not 
delivered any public address on these rites, I 
have not hesitated to give to every man that asked 
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me a reason for my faith and practice. There 
has been no attempt or purpose \.o judge a 
brother who differed, or to lay a burden on his 
conscience, or to change the laws of the church 
as found in its discipline. Such is the whole of 
our offending. We repudiate the very idea of a 
party, and schism is a thing not to be thought 
of for a moment. But as a true minister of 
Christ we are bound to contend earnestly **for 
the faith once delivered to the saints," rather 
than anybody's ''peculiar views'* or any * 'private 
interpretation of the Scriptures." No man at- 
tempts to "convince us of siuy* or even to insin- 
uate any charge y except that we persist in endeav- 
oftng to obey the precepts, and follow the exam- 
ple of Jesus and the apostles. But for this we 
are called the "Benedict Arnolds of the church." 
A price is set upon our heads and the whole au- 
thority of the church is invoked to declare us 
outlawed. This is the error of errors ! This is 
to be hunted down in old-fashioned inquisatorial 
style. In the discussions on this question * 'un- 
soundness, " * 'defection" and disloyalty have been 
flippantly used. In one Yearly Meeting they 
freely deplored the prevalence of "restorationism" 
"unitarianism" and "annihilationism" amongst 
themselves, but a climax of zeal equal to legis- 
lative action was not reached until this heresy 
was beheld in another Yearly Meeting (Ohio.) 
Then the offence was committed against the good 
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Sth. It is, therefore, not only an invasion 
upon the sacred rights of the ministers of Christ, 
but a bold attempt to tamper with ministerial 
conscience, and fetter the Spirit of God. It 
does this, inasmuch as even ministers may enter- 
tain what convictions they will, so that they keep 
^;V/ about them. But convictions are right or 
wrong, and if so wroug-as to be criminal and un- 
sound when utteted, how can they be so tight as 
to satisfy us if suppressed? In such a case, to 
be satisfied with suppression, is to be satisfied 
with dishonesty, and to pay a premium for a dis- 
honest man. The fallacy of a "church con- 
science" which rests in tiegations instead of ac- 
tivities, and is conscientious that others shall not 
have any conscienee, is one of the achievements 
of a subtle mysticism that may take its place 
among the discoveries of the Igth century. 
Pass this ! and enforce it, and decimate your body 
of ministers and elders, by laiu, and for whatl ! 
Pass this! and let it remain z dead /etter.and so train 
the membership to disregard church authority, 
and our ministers to preach sec/ism, and "our 
views" instead of the gospel. Pass this\ and 
bring contention to our subordinate meetings as 
it goes on down the line, and blast the eager hope 
and sympathy of a world-wide Christianity, for 
which no amount of explanation and patronizing 
charity will ever be abl e to make amends. Such 
are some of the special reasons in this argument 



ON THE ORDINANCES. 1 3 

why this measure ought to be overwhelmingly 
and forever defeated. Reasons upon which a 
great variety of opinion can unite, and reasons 
which will justify Ohio Yearly Meeting in that 
defeat in the eyes of all reasonable christians 
everywhere and especially every true Quaket. 



CHAPTER II. 

Action of Othef Yearly Meetings, 

The recent official action of several of the 
Yearly Meetings of Friends in reference to the 
ordinances, has been zealously published to the 
ze/^r/ij/ through the press and otherwise. It has 
thus become a matter of public interest and in- 
quiry. * 'What does it all mean?*' and **what 
are the merits of the case?*' Such constant ap- 
peals for information and the position of the 
wntefy as one who is to be * 'marked and avoided** 
because he * 'deceives the hearts of the simple,** 
are certainly an dXiv^X^ justification of the present 
strictures. The course taken by the Yearly 
Meetings of New York, Indiana, Western etc., 
and that now proposed by Onio, is substantially / y 

the same. It is evidently the result of a con- \? 

certed eflfort and a systematic plan on the part\^V**^ 
of a few persons of well-known zeal in such mat- 
ters. It is hardly possible, however, that even 
these y much less the church at large, are conscious 
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, of their responsibility in tlius openly throwing 
off all disguise, while virtually attacking the 
/ christian faith and practice of the universal cath- 
I olio church. That these who have thus asserted 
themselves, will be held to the irresistible Jogic 
of their declarations by all of Christendom, is of 
course inevitable. But when it is known, that 
in Indiana for example, only "forty-one" men 
and women, did this important legislation for its 
twenty thousand members, and that without their 
voice, and in a single day ; and that this but 
illustrates the spirit of the whole ; we think that 
a plea for a suspension of judgment will be al- 
lowed by a christian public* 

It is therefore in behalf of a multitude of un- 
heard "Friends" who are grieved at every intol- 
erant and unchristian course, as well as to vindi- 
cate the truth of God and of history, that I am 
constrained to speak plainly and faithfully. That 
all may clearly understand the matter, we state 
the substantial points in tlie legislation of the 
Yearly Meetings referred to, 

I. They have "learned with sorrow that cer- 
tain ministers of the Gospel in one of the Yearly 
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Meetings (Ohio) have submitted to the rite of 
water baptism and have partaken of bread and 
wine in the (so-called) communion of the Lord's 
Supper, some of whom have administered these 
rites to others, etc." The church is besought to 
**mark'* and '* avoid" such as *^decievers,'* And 
in order to * 'protect the membership" from such 
influences and teaching * 'either publicly or pri- 
vately" the church is to ^ ^refuse to receive them 
as ministers of the Gospel" whencesoever they 
may come ! ! 

2. It is claimed that these decrees are issued 
in conformity with the * 'testimony which the So- 
ciety of Friends has always maintained." 

3. The Holy Scriptures are cited and ap- 
pealed to in vindication of this course and the 
position of Friends. Upon these three points 
we shall make as brief answer as is compatible 
with a discharge of present duty. 



CHAPTER in. 

Personal Attitude, 

We come now to the personal indictment and 
gladly confess judgment. With an unbroken 
Quaker lineage for 200 years, going back to the 
Op den Graeffs, of Germantown, Philadelphia, we 
have perhaps inherited some of our ancestor's 
hate of human bondage of every kind. They 
were pioneers in the cause of both civil and re- 
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ligious liberty. They made energetic protests 
against African Slavery to Phila. Yearly Meeting 
about forty years before that church was willing 
to be "troubled viit\i such disturbing questions." 
Many years ago we were thoroughly convinced 
that our Society had been betrayed into a wrong 
position on the "Ordinances." Yet it was not 
the work of a moment to become freed from in- 
herited prejudices, and see clearly their true place 
in this dispensation of the Holy Ghost. 1 was 
already a member of the church. I clearly saw 
tlie transparent and destructive error of "bap- 
tismal regeneration" as well as the absence of 
all sacramentary efficacy in thts or any oilier rite. 
But the example of my Master and His apostles 
and their teaching were clearly for my following. 
And so for ' 'the trial of my faith and the further- 
ance of the gospel," as old John Crook taught 
me, I was baptized nearly three years ago. 
When appUed to by others, I have said "If pos- 
sible I do not wish to give needless anxiety or 
offence." But this year I have baptized 
some of our own members, not daring to at- 
tempt to stifle their convictions, nor yet invite 
them to go elsewhere. Not only so, I have partak- 
en of bread and wine as opportunity was afforded, 
in loving remembrance of my Lord's death, and 
to "shew il/ortk to otiiets." While I have not 
delivered any public address on these rites, I 
have not hesitated to give to everyman that asked 
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me a reason for my faith and practice. There 
has been no attempt or purpose Xo judge a 
brother who differed, or to lay a burden on his 
conscience, or to change the laws of the church 
as found in its discipline. Such is the whole of 
our offending. We repudiate the very idea of a 
party, and schism is a thing not to be thought 
of for a moment. But as a true minister of 
Christ we are bound to contend earnestly * *for 
the faith once delivered to the saints,*' rather 
than anybody's * 'peculiar views" or any * 'private 
interpretation of the Scriptures." No man at- 
tempts to * 'convince us of siriy'* or even to insin- 
uate any charge ^ except that we persist in endeav- 
Ofing to obey the precepts, and follow the exam- 
ple of Jesus and the apostles. But for this we 
are called the * 'Benedict Arnolds of the church. " ^\^ 
A price is set upon our heads and the whole au- / 
thority of the church is invoked to declare us 
outlawed. This is the error of errors ! This is 
to be hunted down in old-fashioned inquisatorial 
style. In the discussions on this question * 'un- 
soundness, " ' 'defection" and disloyalty have been 
flippantly used. In one Yearly Meeting they 
freely deplored the prevalence of "restorationism" 
"unitarianism" and "annihilationism" amongst 
themselves, but a climax of zeal equal to legis- 
lative action was not reached until this heresy 
was beheld in another Yearly Meeting (Ohio.) 
Then the offence was committed against the good 
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order of Society for which John Wilber was dis- 
owned, to-wit: that of sitting in judgment 
upon, rejecting and discrediting in strongest 
terms, ministers belonging to and accredited by 
another co-ordinate body. 

And this whole proceeding is evidently in 
order to forestall opinion and make up a decision 
for Ohio Yearly Meeting in advance, and this 
by those who claim the immediate guidance of 
the Spirit of God, Not only so, in some cases 
ministerial character has been assailed and under- 
mined by detraction and defamation of a most 
unwarrantable nature. But such things are 
nothing new. The blue laws of Connecticut 
said: "No Quaker shall abide in this dominion; 
he shall be banished and suffer death on his re- 
turn." And this was no uncommon fate in 
times when men must pay a price for their con- 
victions. In this same spirit, has high ecclesias- 
tical authority ever met the vanguard of reform? 
And there are different ways in which men may 
be stoned ; stoned with hard words and excluded 
from fellowship, and compelled to change opin- 
ion by organized social persecution. 

Tens of thousands of men have been sacrificed 
to a dynastic unity and lost to the church who 
were not offenders against the word of God at 
alt. But even one pious woman, executed as a 
witch in Salem, was worth more to break the 
spell of delusion and a witchcraft craze, than all 
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of the living ones. It was a lasting lesson when 
she was publicly denounced and excommunicated 
by the church which she had served with life-long 
loyality, and then consigned, unheard, to an 
executioner, all in the name of '^spiritual relig- 
ion ! " At one time William Penn and Edward 
Burrough were both seriously accused of being 
Jesuits. But the Christian soldier who endures 
these severe tests of unfair dealing and unreason- 
able opposition, is more than a conqueror. Dr. 
Arnold's reforms brought him the loss of his 
best friends, and their alienation grieved him, 
but could not change his course. An insult to 
sacred usages is to many people a greater crime 
than gross misdemeanors. Little rules are to 
some more than great principles. But disagree- 
ment is often a duty, and exhibits the highest 
loyalty. It has been the fashion to tempt men 
who differ from their brethren, to run away, by 
praising the manliness of those who have done 
so. But if Luther, or Fox, or Wesley, or Cal- 
vin, or Whitefield, or Gurney had acted upon 
that principle, where would the church of Christ 
be to-day ? Christ himself would have stayed in 
heaven. He was not wanted in Judea. He 
* *stirreth up the people, teaching throughout all 
Jewry," and they *'were fierce" about it. The 
members of His church ** vehemently accused 
Him," and took Him to Pilate, and from Pilate 
to Herod, and then back to Pilate, until the 
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' 'voices of them and of the chief priests prevailed. ' ' 
Missionaries do not go to heathendom because 
they are wanted, but because they are needed. 
We are where we are, in the providence of God, 
and have no idea of accepting invitations to for- 
sake the post of duty, or of hstening to the cry 
of "peace at any price." But if we are teaching 
"doctrines contrary" to the Scriptures, and 
"deceiving the hearts of the simple," it is cer- 
tain that every other man that does the same 
thing is under the same indictment. Not only 
so, but every other church. There is no possi- 
ble escape from the logic of our position. It is 
inconceivable that any conscientious people can 
be so indifferent to the errors of others, as not 
earnestly to try to displace those errors by the 
■tcuth. Can that which is so vitally wrong for 
us, be all right for them? Are "our views" so 
.fundamental that he who questions them, if in 
our own fold, is toTje marked as a "deceiver," 
and yet so non-essential that we'can fraternize 
with other Christians, just as if ikey were not 
deceivers? In the name of common honesty, 
consistency and religion we are summoned to 
answer. That this is just the way we do is 
patent to all the world. In the very same 
reports which tell us of the zeal of our church 
on the one [hand, we are also told of the large 
number of "pulpits of other denominations 
occupied by Friends," and that "fraternal greet- 
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ings were received'* from other Christian bodies, 
and * 'steps were taken to send delegates to their 
next conferences.'* And such occurrences are 
common all over the land. How is it that 
honest men can thus play fast and loose withV ^ 
* 'fundamental things," with ** comer-stone prin- \ 
ciples." The only excuse that can be offered is 
an idea that the members of ** our Society " are 
constituted so differently from the rest of man- 
kind, that those things that are indispensible and 
right for them are wrong and ruinous for us. And 
this most unwarrantable notion, that we have 
been intrusted with some exclusive functions 
peculiar to us, and not common to the **one 
body of Christ," does but cultivate an arrogant 
and intolerant spirit. And instead of magnify- 
ing points of union with other denominations, 
and observing with them all things which are 
designed to distinguish Christ's universal church 
from ^Hhe worldy'' our chief claim to considera- 
tion has been that we are in some way different 
from ether Chtistians. Alas ! that we were not 
all more fully impressed with the divine truth, 
that there is only **onebody." If so, Christian- 
ity would not be disfigured so much by sectarian 
badges, while nothing that is legitimate in de- 
nominationalism would be interfered with. Why 
can we not see that this idea that Friends have 
been called out as some kind of a * 'post-graduate 
class," with a work different from that which is 
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common to the church of Christ is a mistake 
and a delusion ? Such " higli profession" has 
been contradicted and set at naught by low 
experience and negative practice. And it is 
high time for us to see that every thing which 
properly pertains to the churcli at large, as 
taught and exampled in the Scriptures, does 
also properly pertain to every true branch oi^t 
church of Christ. The founders of our Society 
clearly saw this, and claimed it constantly for 
themselves. Edward Burrough says: "This 
way of religion is according to the Scriptures, 
and in fulfilling them in doctrine, practice and 
conversation, and the ministry, ordinances, 
church government and discipline, are in the 
same power and spirit and by the example of 
the apostles, for the Spirit of God leads us in 
the same way as the servants of God walked in 
dpetrines and practice. " 

They never intended to form a sect but to 
■efonn the visible church, and always maintained 
that they had succeeded in the closest possible 
approximation to apostolic pattern. 



CHAPTER IV. 

Original Position of Friends. 

We next propose to show that the recent 

legislative actions of these Yearly Meetings is 

rcvolutionttfy and unprecedented, and really sub- 



ON THE ORDINANCES. 23 

versive of the genius of the church and the ^ 
spirit of its founders. We shall do this, first, 
by calling attention to some historic facts and 
authentic declarations of the most conclusive 
character. First of all it is well to remember 
that Friends had their rise under the civil and 
religious tyranny of England. True, religion 
was brought into contempt by the same 
spirit that actuated the King of Kent, 
when his warriors were drawn up in line and 
given their choice to be baptized or beheaded, 
and this was the spirit that inflicted a ** fine on 
Communion Sundays on those who did not par- 
take. " * *Many were driven to the Lord's supper, 
and driven to outward baptism.'* There was an 
awful abuse of church authority seen in **a 
coercive power to whip people into the temple, 
or punish in their persons or estates such as 
would not conform.'* (Penn). A reaction was 
inevitable, and some of the pious reformers of 
the sixteenth century boldly took the position 
that no such observances could possibly give 
spiritual life or union with Christ. **The 
church must first be formed by the Spirit of God. ' ' 
**The Lord's supper was not rightly participated 
in except unblievers could be separated from 
the church." While this controversy raged, the 
adherents of such men as Zwingle and Schwenk- 
feld came to the ** still stand," as it was called, 
and baptism and the Lord's supper were for the 
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present waived. And this disuse of them had 
its origin one hundred years before the days of 
Fox. And when he connmenced preaching, not 
only some Baptists disused the Lord's supper, 
but also some Presbyterians. And it is said that 
in some places ' 'bread and wine hath not been 
communicated for three years together. " Under 
these circumstances it is no matter of sur- 
prise that the position of the early Friends was 
one of ' ' indifference " as to the outward observ- 
ance of "baptism and the Lord's supper." 
That is, that a man might be a Friend ami a 
Christian in tlie full sense of those words, whether 
he did or aid not pailitipate i>i these rites. That 
this was the right position for them, and ought 
never to have been departed from, is most 
reasonable. That it is the right position for us 
at this day, is my own profound conviction, and 
it is morally certain that an honest and speedy 
return to such a Christian basis of loving conde- 
scension will bring peace and harmony to the 
church, and be "acceptable to God andapproved_ 
by men." That s%ich, and nothing more nor 
less was the original standpoint of the Quakers, 
we shall prove beyond the reach of cavil^_ 
1st. By their explicit declaration. Robt. Bar- 
clay closes eighty pages of "apologies" for 
"disuse" with these words: "Lastly, if any 
now, at this day, from atrue tenderness of spirit, 
and with real conscience toward God, did practice 
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versive of the genius of the church and the ^K 
spirit of its founders. We shall do this, first, 
by calling attention to some historic facts and 
authentic declarations of the most conclusive 
character. First of all it is well to remember 
that Friends had their rise under the civil and 
religious tyranny of England. True, religion 
was brought into contempt by the same 
spirit that actuated the King of Kent, 
when his warriors were drawn up in line and 
given their choice to be baptized or beheaded, 
and this was the spirit that inflicted a ** fine on 
Communion Sundays on those who did not par- 
take. " * *Many were driven to the Lord's supper, 
and driven to outward baptism." There was an 
awful abuse of church authority seen in **a 
coercive power to whip people into the temple, 
or punish in their persons or estates such as 
would not conform." (Penn). A reaction was 
inevitable, and some of the pious reformers of 
the sixteenth century boldly took the position 
that no such observances could possibly give 
spiritual life or union with Christ. *'The 
church must first be formed by the Spirit of God. " 
**The Lord's supper was not rightly participated 
in except unblievers could be separated from 
the church." While this controversy raged, the 
adherents of such men as Zwingle and Schwenk- 
feld came to the ** still stand," as it was called, 
and baptism and the Lord's supper were for the 
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ligious liberty. They made energetic protests 
against African Slavery to Phila, Yearly Meeting 
about forty years before that church was willing 
to be ' 'troubled with such disturbing questions. " 
Many years ago we were thoroughly convinced 
that our Society had been betrayed into a wrong 
position on the "Ordinances." Yet it was not 
the work of a moment to become freed from in- 
herited prejudice.s,aiid see clearly their trueplace 
in this dispensation of the Holy Ghost. I was 
already a member of the church. I clearly saw 
the transparent and destructive error of "bap- 
tismal regeneration" as well as the absence of 
all sacramentary efficacy in this or any other rite. 
But the example of my Master and His apostles 
and their teaching were clearly for my following. 
And so for ' 'the trial of my faitli and the further- 
ance of the gospel," as old John Crook taught 
me, I was baptized nearly three years ago. 
When applied to by others, I have said ' 'If pos- 
sible I do not wish to give needless anxiety or 
offence. " But this year I have baptized 
some of our own members, not daring to at- 
tempt to stifle their convictions, nor yet invite 
them to go elsewhere. Not only so, I have partak- 
en of bread and wine as opportunity was afforded, 
in loving remembrance of my Lord's death, and 
to "shew it forth to ot/iers." While I have not 
delivered any public address on these rites, I 
have not hesitatedtogive to every man that asked 
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me a reason for my faith and practice. There 
has been no attempt or purpose to judge a 
brother who differed, or to lay a burden on his 
conscience, or to change the laws of the church 
as found in its discipline. Such is the whole of 
our offending. We repudiate the very idea of a 
party, and schism is a thing not to be thought 
of for a moment. But as a true minister of 
Christ we are bound to contend earnestly **for 
the faith once delivered to the saints," rather 
than anybody's ''peculiar views" or any ''private 
interpretation of the Scriptures." No man at- 
tempts to "convince us of sin^'' or even to insin- 
uate any charge ^ except that we persist in endeav- 
ofing to obey the precepts, and follow the exam- 
ple of Jesus and the apostles. But for this we 
are called the "Benedict Arnolds of the church." 
A price is set upon our heads and the whole au- 
thority of the church is invoked to declare us 
outlawed. This is the error of errors ! This is 
to be hunted down in old-fashioned inquisatorial 
style. In the discussions on this question "un- 
soundness, ' ' ' 'defection* ' and disloyalty have been 
flippantly used. In one Yearly Meeting they 
freely deplored the prevalence of "restorationism" 
"unitarianism" and "annihilationism" amongst 
themselves, but a climax of zeal equal to legis- 
lative action was not reached until this heresy 
was beheld in another Yearly Meeting (Ohio.) 
Then the offence was committed against the good 
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ridicule the idea of such a " substance " as that 
defined by Barclay. Such a condition of things 
can only be a travesty on our "spiritual views." 
J. J. Gurney acknowledged that it cost him 
pain aud conflict even to "apoHgise for the dis- 
use of practices which many sincere Christians 
value, etc." But he trusts that his readers will 
allow that there is nothing in the history of them 
' 'which precludes the liberty fo> disuse ! ! " These 
italics are his own, and he says, ' 'They (Friends) 
are, it may be hoped, too well aware ol the^im- 
portance of obedience to the Lord Jesus, to con- 
demn o thers who, from their very desire to obey 
Him, are led to differ from themselves." Can 
it be that if any Quakers should be actuated by 
a " desire to obey Hinn,*" the Society is to rid 
_ itself of^all such ? (K* ^i-*-^ ^Vv^l-^ »'— 



' 2d. But our position is also established by 
their action in those cases which occurred 
amongst themselves, and were settled in the 
spirit and on the principles of tolerance already 
announced. There were ministers in connection 
with Fox, who baptized others with water! In 
the Sivarthmore papers it is stated that "some 
baptise in Somersetshire." Humphrey Wooldrig 
is mentioned by name, and there were those 
"who owned him in it." But one preacher 
"denied him, and that which led him into it, and 
all who owned him in it." Wooldrig justified 
himself and says : "Paul did baptize, although 
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never to be the result of prohibitory legislation, 
but of individual experience, or, **in such as 
have obtained the substance " as they expressed* 
it. Penn affirms, in reference to all such, that ^L 
* 'signs had their service with them to show forth '^y 
and hold in hand and in remembrance of Christ. '*\ \\ 
In like manner Barclay fully admits the Lord's \ 
regard and ''appearance in the use of these 
things, as many of us have known Him to do to 
us in the time of our ignorance (or elementary 
experience). ** He says ' 'the form sometimes may 
be dispensed with, and the figure or type may 
cease when the substance comes to be enjoyed.'* 
He then defines the "substance" or baptism 
with the Holy Ghost to be "where the spirit of 
God hath purified the soul and the fire of his 5 C 
judgments hath bmned tip the tinrighteous natiireJ*^ c.— -» . 
Now, according to this law, how many members 
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of our Society are entitled to "cease" using the *> 

figure of water ? How many have really come \ 

to " enjoy the substance ' or "the unrighteous , 

nature burned up ? " As many as have not 
realized this are absolutely debarred from ' 'ceas- 
ing" to use these signs according to the irresist- 
ible logic of every argument of these early 
Quakers. But it is a matter of public notoriety 
that those most zealous against water baptism, 
have themselves never been baptized with the 
Holy Ghost, and many of them are violently 
opposed to the true doctrine about it, and even 
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these, errs from the spirit, from the love, from 
the life, and so breaks the bond of unity." 
Wm, Penn says, "that a man cannot believe 
well or hope well or have a charitable or tender 
regard to another, whilst he would violate Jus 
mind or persecute his body for matters of faith 
or worship toward his God." And we are bold 
to challenge the citation of a single act, or the 
utterance of a solitary sentiment by any early 
Quaker of acknowledged standing, that is incon- 
sistent with the tolerance of the official acts 
already cited, and these catholic principles 
underlying them so fully announced. They 
clearly acted upon that maxim so familiar 
to us all, "In essentials unity, in non-essentials 
liberty, in all things charity," or the rule after- 
ward formulated by Wesley, "We think and let 
think as to all opinions that do not strike at the 
root of Christianity." 

It is true that very early the legal and intoler- 
ant spirit obtained supremacy in the church and 
an inquisatorial authority was invoked in order 
to tighten its hold upon traditional customs. 
This spirit has entered largely into our legislation, 
and asserted itself in many ways, but never until 
the year of grace 1885, has the Society of 
Friends officially thrown off all disguise, and to 
such an extent as actually to legislate, and by 
the highest ecclesiastical law, make it a misde- 
meanor for its members to "receive as ministers 



f 



B^ 



AN ADDRESS 

to the church of Christ is a mistake 
and a delusion ? Such "high profession" has 
been contradicted and set at naught by Itrw ■ 
experience and negative practice. And it is I 
high time for us to see that every thing which 
properly pertains to the church at large, 
taught and exampled in the Scriptures, does 
also properly pertain to every true branch of the 
church of Christ. The founders of our Society \ 
clearly saw this, and claimed it constantly for 
themselves. Edward Burrough says: "This 
way of religion is according to the Scriptures, 
and in fulfilling them in doctrine, praclice and 
conversation, and the ministry, ordhiances, 
church government and discipline, are in the 
same power and spirit and by the example of 
tlie aposdes, for the Spirit of God leads us in 
the same way as the servants of God walked in 
;trines and practice. ' ' 
They never intended to form a sect but to 1 
'■efonn the visible church, and always maintained 
that they had succeeded in the closest possible 
approximation to apostolic pattern. 



CHAPTER IV. 

Original Fosiiton of Friends. 

We next propose to show that the recent 

legislative actions of these Yearly Meetings is ■ 

n-i'olutiottafy and unprecedented, and really sub*! 
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versive of the genius of the church and the ^K 
spirit of its founders. We shall do this, first, 
by calling attention to some historic facts and 
authentic declarations of the most conclusive 
character. First of all it is well to remember 
that Friends had their rise under the civil and 
religious tyranny of England. True, religion 
was brought into contempt by the same 
spirit that actuated the King of Kent, 
when his warriors were drawn up in line and 
given their choice to be baptized or beheaded, 
and this was the spirit that inflicted a * * fine on 
Communion Sundays on those who did not par- 
take. ' * * *Many were driven to the Lord's supper, 
and driven to outward baptism.** There was an 
awful abuse of church authority seen in **a 
coercive power to whip people into the temple, 
or punish in their persons or estates such as 
would not conform." (Penn). A reaction was 
inevitable, and some of the pious reformers of 
the sixteenth century boldly took the position 
that no such observances could possibly give 
spiritual life or union with Christ. **The 
church must first be formed by the Spirit of God. *' 
*'The Lord's supper was not rightly participated 
in except unblievers could be separated from 
the church." While this controversy raged, the 
adherents of such men as Zwingle and Schwenk- 
feld came to the ** still stand," as it was called, 
and baptism and the Lord's supper were for the 
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present waived. And this disuse of them had 
its origin one hundred years before the days of 
Fox. And when he commenced preaching, not 
only some Baptists disused the Lord's supper, 
but also some Presbyterians. And it is said that 
in some places "bread and wine hath not been 
communicated for three years together. " Under 
these circumstances it is no matter of sur- 
prise that the position of the early Friends was 
one of ' ' indifference " as to the outward observ- 
ance of "baptism and the Lord's supper." 
That is, tfiai a tna?i might be a Friend and a 
Christian in tlie full sense of tliose words, whether 
he did or aid not paftictpaie in these rites. That 
this was the right position for them, and ought 
never to have been departed from, is most 
reasonable. That it is the right position for us 
at this day, is my own profound conviction, and 
it is morally certain that an honest and speedy 
return to such a Christian basis of loving conde- 
scension will bring peace and harmony to the 
church, and be ' 'acceptable to God and approved, 
by men." That such, and nothing more nor 
less was the original standpoint of the Quakers, 
we shall prove beyond the reach of cavil^__ 
1st. By their explicit declaration. Robt. Bar- 
clay closes eighty pages of "apologies" for 
"disuse" with these words: "Lastly, if any 
now, at this day, from a true tenderness of spirit, 
and witli real conscience toward God, did practice 
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this ceremony in the same way and manner as 
did the primitive Christians recorded in Scripture, 
I should not doubt to affirm but they might be 
indulged in it, providing always they did not 
seek to obtrude (''thrust by force **) them upon 
others, nor judge (* 'censure, condemn*') such as 
found themselves delivered from them, or that 
they do not pertinaciously (*' obstinately or per- 
versely") adhere to them.*' In 1698 Wm. Penn, 
A. Sharp, Thomas Story and Geo. Rook, signed 
a paper entitled "Gospel Truths," in which they 
say, " we believe the necessity of the one bap- 
tism of Christ, as well as of His one supper 
which He promised to eat with those that open 
the door of their hearts to Him, being the 
baptism and supper signified by the outward 
signs which, tho ugh we dis use, we judge not 
those that (conscientiously practice them." 
"^gain, Geo. Bishop, of Bristol, in 1665, says : 
"I say if any do so think and receive it as it 
should be (the supper) or as they (the Corin- 
thians) did, who did not eat^nd drink unworth- 
ily, * * we sh glL-ndt and do not judge them, " 
John Crook, 1698, says: "And yet wherever 
any believe they are commanded now by the 
same spirit that commanded the believers to be 
baptized in the days past, either for the further- 
ance of the Gospel or the trial of their faith, 
we judze them not,*' Wm. Penn says in his 
" Key," that to say that the " Quakers deny " 
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baptism and the supper, is one of the " vulgat 
apprehensions" and "petiwrsions of our enemies." 
He then gives some reasons why they "leave 
'' them off," but flatly declares that "the people 
^'^called Quakers cannot be said to deny them ; that 
is too hard a word." Now the plea has some- 
-j ^, >- times been nnade that these tolerant declarations 
'^ .( ^ (are for the benefit of "other denominations; " 
vt I..* ^'^ ^^^^ ^ thought is excluded by the common 
^f^ j^' sense of the case, as well as by the meaning of 
\^^ the terms used. Barclay also refutes the idea, 

■ -- when upon another occasion he says : " We are 

pot so foolish as to concern ourselves with those 
who are not of us. " That Friends should decree 
^'indulgence" in certain practices to a certain 
"conscientious" class of persons in " other de- 
notmnations," "providing" they comply with cer- 
tain stipulated instructtotts, is too ridiculous and 
preposterous for any intelligent man to believe 
for an instant. And if it is not intended that 
their own members of the class described should 
be exempt from all church censure (which the 
terms "judge" and "deny" imply) their language 
is a meaningless solecism, and totally beside the 
mark. The truth is, that the tone of all that 

t early Friends said, even in favor of "'disuse," 
_ gQ_ was wholly apologetic. They clearly held that 
#^ .. the practice of these rites was always />o/fr and 
needful for such as had but an elementary exper- 
ience of religion. That their non-use ought 
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never to be the result of prohibitory legislation, 
but of individual experience, or, **in such as 
have obtained the substance '* as they expressed 
it. Penn affirms, in reference to all such, that 
* ^ signs had tlieir service with tliem to show forth 
and\io\ei in hand and in remembrance of Christ. " 
In like manner Barclay fully admits the Lord's 
regard and * 'appearance in the use of these 
things, as many of us have known H im to do to 
us in the time of our ignorance (or elementary 
experience) . ' * He says * 'the form sometimes may 
be dispensed with, and the figure or type may 
cease when the substance comes to be enjoyed.'' 
He then defines the ''substance" or baptism 
with the Holy Ghost to be "where the spirit of 
God hath purified the soul and the fire of his 
judgments hath bufned tip the unrighteous nutufe,'' ^--^ ] 
Now, according to this law, how many members v 
of our Society are entitled to "cease" using the 
figure of water ? How many have really come 
to " enjoy the substance " or " the unrighteous 
nature burned up ? " As many as have not 
realized this are absolutely debarred from "ceas- 
ing" to use these signs according to the irresist- 
ible logic of every argument of these early 
Quakers. But it is a matter of public notoriety 
that those most zealous against water baptism, 
have themselves never been baptized with the 
Holy Ghost, and many of them are violently 
opposed to the true doctrine about it, and even 
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ridicule the idea of such a " substance " as that 
defined by Barclay. Such a condition of things 
can only be a travesty on our "spiritual views." 

J. J. Gurney acknowledged that it cost him 
pain aud conflict even to " apoligize for the dis- 
use of practices which many sincere Christians 
value, etc." But he trusts that his readers will 
allow that there is nothing in the history of them 
"which precludes the liberty fot disuse ! ! " These 
italics are his own, and he says, "They (Friends) 
are, it may be hoped, too well aware ol th e im - 
portance of obedience to the Lord Jesus, to con- 
demii o thers ^ho, from their very desire to obey 
Him, are' led to differ from themselves." Can 
it be that if any Quakers should be actuated by 
a " desire to obey Him,-" the Society is to rid 
itself of_all such ? ft-, i- >? i.l ^^ {\ w-|<-^ •*■" 

2d, But our position is also established by 
their action in those cases which occurred 
amongst themselves, and were settled in the 
spirit and on the principles of tolerance already 
announced. There were ministers in connection 
with Fox, who baptized others with water ! In 
the Stvarth more papers it is stated that "some 
baptise in Somersetshire." Humphrey Wooldrig 
is mentioned by name, and there were those 
"who owned him in it." But one preacher 
' 'denied him, and that which led him into it, and 
all who owned him in it." Wooldrig justified 
himself and says : "Paul did baptize, although 
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not sent to baptize, and did all things to save 
some." He appealed to Geo. Fox, who not 
only refused to censure him, but **made manifest 
tlfe spirit ot envy, lying iftti persecution," ex- 
hiBit^tf bjTlthe intolerant preacher Harwood^Jn^ 
a paper which he issued against him^^^^-'flTarwood 
waTk schil>llltltiL', Who * 'afl'SFwarSs separated from 
the Society and opposed the authority of Fox." 
His generation, however, is legion, and not yet 
extinct. The early attitude as to the ** Lord's 
Supper " is, if possible, more clearly marked. 
Barclay says: *' I acknowledge that this cere- 
mony by those that practice it, hath an imme- 
te relation to the outward body and death of 
hrist upon the cross as being properly a fnemor- 
ial of it. As every religious action in some 
respect hath a common relation to the spiritual 
communion of the saints with God, so we shall 
not deny but this hath a relation as others." 
(Apol. p. 463.) '*And this is by some called a 
love-feast, or a being together not merely to feed 
their bellies or for outward ends, but to take 
thence occasion to eat and drink together in the 
dread and presence of the Lord as his people, 
which custom we shall not condemn,'^ (p. 475.) 
That many Friends actually did ''practice" this 
IS clearly affirmed by the historian Keith, who 
describes ** solemn eatings and drinkings to 
remember the Lord's death and what he hath 
done and suffered for us," and states that the 
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Society of Friends did "thus eat and drink to- 
gether, perhaps many belonging to divers fami- 
lies. " Geo. Fox repeatedly declares in his 
tracts: "We have the Lord's supper;" "the 
table and supper of the Lord we do own" and 
these affirmations are constantly accompanied 
with the charge that the imial mode of adminis- 
tering the same was not according to apostolic 
practice, which is the strongest claim, that their 
"mode" was according to it. In the minutes of 
Aberdeen Quarterly Meeting in 9th mo., 1693, 
there is a record which corroborates and illus- 
trates all of these statements. "Some Friends 
propose changing the Seventh-day's meetings 
from afternoon to begin in the forenoon, and 
also making it circulatory through Friend's 
families in town, for propagating truth, and 
being a consolatory repast (as among primitive 
Christians) from house to house, etc." The 
meeting granted the request, and thus en- 
couraged the effort to keep up this practice, 
"And Isaac Pennington calls upon us to " mark, 
it is not the different practices from one another 
that breaks the unity, but the judging of one 
another because of different practices. He that 
keeps not a day may unite in the same spirit 
with him that keeps a day, and he that keeps a 
day may unite in heart and soul with the same 
spirit and life in him who keeps not a day ; but 
he that judgetk the other because of either of 
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these, errs from the spirit, from the love, from 
the life, and so breaks the bond of unity." 
Wm. Penn says, '*that a man cannot believe 
well or hope well or have a charitable or tender 
regard to another, whilst he would violate hts 
mind or persecute his body for matters of faith 
or worship toward his God.*' And we are bold 
to challenge the citation of a single act, or the 
utterance of a solitary sentiment by any early 
Quaker of acknowledged standing, that is incon- 
sistent with the tolerance of the oflficial acts 
already cited, and these catholic principles 
underlying them so fully announced. They 
clearly acted upon that maxim so familiar 
to us all, '*In essentials unity, in non-essentials 
liberty, in all things charity," or the rule after- 
ward formulated by Wesley, *'We think and let 
think as to all opinions that do not strike at the 
root of Christianity." 

It is true that very early the legal and intoler- 
ant spirit obtained supremacy in the church and 
an inquisatorial authority was invoked in order 
to tighten its hold upon traditional customs. 
This spirit has entered largely into our legislation, 
and asserted itself in many ways, but never until 
the year of grace 1885, has the Society of 
Friends officially thrown off all disguise, and to 
such an extent as actually to legislate, and by 
the highest ecclesiastical law, make it a misde- 
meanor for its members to * 'receive as ministers 
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of the gospel" those whose only crime is too 
closely following the example of Christ, and 
these are to be "marked and avoided as deceiv- 
ers! !" Hitherto, no such law has ever found 
its place in any utterance of the church anywhere. 
We have thus proven this whole movement to 
be revolutionary and antipodal, instead of ac- 
cording to the genius and spirit of the early 
church. And if Edward Burrough was in our 
midst to-day, he might probably duplicate his 
indictment of a church in 1661, asa "false church" 
and as "anti-christ, " "because she is not in the 
same power of God as the church of Christ in the 
days of the apostles." "Because the spirit of 
God alone is not the rule of her government and 
discipline in the church, neither do they walk by 
that rule, but make the commandments of men, 
ifaditions and antiquities of times and the example 
of the fathers 0/ former generations, the rules of 
church government and discipline ; which ought 
not to be, but the spirit of Christ is the only rule 
of the government and discipline of the true 
church of Christ," "Because her ministry is 
not the true ministry of Christ, sent of Him but 
of another spirit ; such as these are your minis- 
tersetc! "Bicause she wiU jiot allow unto men 
the liberty of thetr consciences in spiritual things 
according as the spirit of God persuaded them and 
this is as anti'Chnst and not the true church. " 
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CHAPTER V. 

The Scriptures our only Creed, 

In the next place we think it can be clearly 
proven that our present attitude and action is ut- 
terly contrary to the Holy Scriptures, instead of 
according to them as is affirmed. But before 
entering upon that it must be settled that **these 
alone are the only fit judge of outward contro- 
versies," as stated by Barclay, and that Friends 
have never acknowledged any other creed than 
the Bible. ''For thanks be unto God" says 
Wm. Penn, ^Hhat only is our creed, and with 
good reason too, since it is fit that only should 
be the creed of christians which the Holy Ghost 
could only propose and require us to believe." 
He, moreover distinctly avows that the purport 
of ''their doctrine and ministry was for the most 
part what other professors of Christianity pretend 
to hold in words and forms." But as "the life 
of religion was lost, the bent and stress of their 
ministry was conversion to God, regeneration 
and holiness. Not schemes of doctrine and ver- 
bal needs or new forms of worship. They did 
not consider how to distinguish themselves as a 
party from others. " Barclay affirms that they 
professed "doctrines and principles of truth as 
they were delivered by the apostles of Christ in 
the Holy Scriptures." Burrough sets it forth 
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as the object of the Society's existence to "re- 
store primitive Christianity in doctrine, discipline 
and practice." To such an extent did they carry 
out this principle that they had no ' 'outward 
written rules" or discipline at all, until i670,and 
very little indeed until about I/OO. When 
George Fox had to deal with some of his schis- 
matic members, his only appeal was to the Scrip- 
tures, which, he says, "prescribe how men should 
walk both toward God and man." They relied 
on the indwelling spirit as the bond of church 
unity, and not a resort to compulsory legislation. 
While they guaranteed to each beUever his own 
conscientious interpretation of tlie Scripture, 
they trusted to the illumination of the Spirit to 
secure sufficient unification for the church of 
Christ, And this would never be a disappoint- 
ment if its membership was really up to the 
mark in the spirit and example of its Head. 
And if they are not, it is in vain to seek to se- 
cure unity by unscriptural methods. They will 
never succeed. It is, however, nottobedenied, 
that under the modern regime of the Society, 
the Bible has been, to agreat extent, superseded 
as our "creed" and rule of life, by the "writings 
of early Friends" and their traditional usages. 
It was only fifty years ago that the most promi- 
nent leader in Ohio Yearly Meeting said, "It 
pained him at heart that there were those who 
said they were not bound to respect the writings 
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of early Friends any further than they accord 
with the Scriptures, which sentiment" said he, 
**will lead to a separation. *** 

**These writings are something that have risen 
up between us and the Scriptures and we must 
not go beyond them,** Against such a virtual 
substitute for the Scriptures by *'that system so 
elaborately wrought out by Barclay, and the 
maxims of Penn and the refined views of Pen- 
nington," Joseph John Gurney uttered a faith- 
ful protest more than forty years ago. He says 
that this is not Quakerism, hut d^frnts it to be "the 
religion of the New Testament of our Lord and 
Savior Jesus Christ, without diminution, without 
addition dJiA without compromise.** The argument , 
is that each generation is to appeal solely and di- \ 
rectly to **the testimony of our Lord and His • 
Apostles," and to keep itself untrammeled by '^ 
the precedents and interpretations of past ages. | 
That this is the very Magna Charta of original^ 
Quakerism has been abundantly proven. That 
every genuine Quaker in every age is bound by 
it, is made clear by Wm. Penn when he says, 

*And in one sense it ^/V/just that thing. The conviction 
that "these writings*' were not infallible and must not be al- 
lowed to supercede the Scriptures entirely, obtained such a 
hold upon the Society that Wilburism could not endure it 
and finally withdrew from the church into a conventicle of 
their own establishing. The case was precisely similar in 
the schism of 1828. If the bond-woman cannot rule she will 
run. Gen. xvi. 6-9. 
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ridicule the idea of such a " substance " as that 
defined by Barclay. Such a condition of things 
can only be a travesty on our "spiritual views." 
J, J. Gumey acknowledged that it cost him 
pain and conflict even to " apoligize for the dis- 
use of practices which many sincere Christians 
value, etc." But he trusts that his readers will 
allow that there is nothing in the history of them 
"which precludes the liberty fot disiise '. ! " These 
italics are his own, and he says, ' 'They (Friends) 
are, it may be hoped, too well aware ol' th e icri - 
portance of obedience to the Lord Jesus, to con- 
dfinn o thers who, from their very desire to obey 
Him, are led to differ from themselves." Can 
it be that if any Quakers should be actuated by 
a " desire to obey Him,-" the Society is to rid 
itscjf of all such ? (If r J'uv ^ /xt^-jw^* •'— 
, But our position is also established by 
' action in those cases which occurred 
fngst themselves, and were settled in the 
spirit and on the principJes of tolerance already 
There were ministers in connection 
with Fox, who baptized others with water! In 
the Sivarthmore papers it is stated that "some 
baptise ill Somersetshire." Humphrey Wooldrig 
is mentioned by name, and there were those 
"who owned him in it." But one preacher 
' "denied him, and that which led him into it. and 
all who owned him in it." Wooldrig justified 
himself and says : "Paul did baptize, although 



I 



/l^Ac/ 




ON THE ORDINANCES. 29 

not sent to baptize, and did all things to save 
some.** He appealed to Geo. Fox, who not 
only refused to censure him, but **made manifest 
^the spirit ol envy, lying atttt persecution/* ex- 
hfBiteff by^the intolerant preacher Harwo od^ jn 
a paper which he issued against him^^^xft^^ood 
wa5^ schiiJfliatic, Who • 'atterwar'Ssseparated from 
the Society and opposed the authority of Fox." 
His generation, however, is legion, and not yet 
extinct. The early attitude as to the '* Lord*s 
Supper ** is, if possible, more clearly marked. 
Barclay says: '* I acknowledge that this cere- 
mony by those that practice it, hath an imme- 
te relation to the outward body and death of 
hrist upon the cross as h^xng properly a memor' 
al of it. As every religious action in some 
respect hath a common relation to the spiritual 
communion of the saints with God, so we shall 
not deny but this hath a relation as others.*' 
(Apol. p. 463.) **And this is by some called a 
love-feast, or a being together not merely to feed 
their bellies or for outward ends, but to take 
thence occasion to eat and drink together in the 
dread and presence of the Lord as his people, 
which custom we shall not condemn,'* (p. 475.) 
That many Friends actually did ''practice** this 
is clearly affirmed by the historian Keith, who 
describes * ' solemn eatings and drinkings to 
remember the Lord's death and what he hath 
done and suffered for us,'* and states that the 
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of this question. As a special proof I repej 
verbatim one of the sentences but just now i 
tered in this discussion, viz: "The Lord did lead 
our ancestors into an interpretation of Scripture 
that has stood us for two hundred years.' 
that is true, then for two hundred years we hav( 
been "following man and not God" if Wm. Pem 
has spoken truly. And if these ' 'interpretation^ 
of Scripture that have stood us for two hundrM 
years" are still to stand without question 
timate truth for us, we may strengthen the state 
ment of B. Sebohm, and say that this ' 
nothing short oi absolute Popcrv !" But ourfathet 
claimed it their mission to deliver men fi 
very power of traditionahsm.and set them free 6 
be actuated and led by the ever-living Spirit t. 
God and according to His written IlV^^.andtl 
were wise enough to try to save their followei 
from a similar bondage and warn them of i' 
Their oppositioii to a creed is well known, othet^^ 
wise they would have left to the church ; 
condensed, well-considered and collective sta 
ment of their views of Scripture which w 
have been authoritative and indisputable. 
such deliverance was ever viade. Such writit^ 
as remain are either of individual responsibili 
or controversial and fragmentary in their nature,] 
and never designed for any such purpose. It is. 
not at all the question, whether we have thg 
right to formulate and determine a human i 
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these, errs from the spirit, from the love, from 
the life, and so breaks the bond of unity." 
Wm. Penn says, '*that a man cannot believe 
well or hope well or have a charitable or tender 
regard to another, whilst he would violate hts 
mind or persecute his body for matters of faith 
or worship toward his God." And we are bold 
to challenge the citation of a single act, or the 
utterance of a solitary sentiment by any early 
Quaker of acknowledged standing, that is incon- 
sistent with the tolerance of the official acts 
already cited, and these catholic principles 
underlying them so fully announced. They 
clearly acted upon that maxim so familiar 
to us all, '*In essentials unity, in non-essentials 
liberty, in all things charity," or the rule after- 
ward formulated by Wesley, **We think and let 
think as to all opinions that do not strike at the 
root of Christianity." 

It is true that very early the legal and intoler- 
ant spirit obtained supremacy in the church and 
an inquisatorial authority was invoked in order 
to tighten its hold upon traditional customs. 
This spirit has entered largely into our legislation, 
and asserted itself in many ways, but never until 
the year of grace 1885, ^'^^ the Society of 
Friends officially thrown off all disguise, and to 
such an extent as actually to legislate, and by 
the highest ecclesiastical law, make it a misde- 
meanor for its members to * 'receive as ministers 
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"that they were in the use of it, "and "given c 
rections how they might do it aright" are i 
clearly asserted by Barclay, and denied by no i 
telligent or honest man in any age. John Crook^ 
statement is exphcit ; that ' 'Believers were com 
mailed by the Spirit to be baptized in the da« 
past." 

And it is fully agreed that it was the univers 
practice of the apostolic church to receive thej 
converts into christian communion by the rite o 
water baptism. Not a single exception to thtS 
can be cited. But we have just seen that the 1 
founders of, our church laid their claim to exist 
as a distinct organization upon the Divine pur- 
pose to restore and perpetuate primitive Christian- 
ity, "according to the Scriptures and in /»/- 
filling of them in doctrines, practice, ordinances and 
church govermnent and by t/te example of tlie A 
ties." — (E. Burrough.) — But ourconcluson,fi 
these two undisputed premises, is an amaziiq 
contradiction. In syllogistic form it would sta 
thus — I. Primitive Christianity is plainly 
forth by the example of Christ and His 
ties, but this has been departed from by the so^ 
called church. 

2, God has raised us up as a people ■ 
restore and perpetuate primitive christian!' 
according to said apostolic example. 

3. Therefore, we also depart from their e 
ample, and "mark as deceivers" any wh) 
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attempt to follow or perpetuate it! Strangely 
absurd as this is, it cannot be denied that it 
is a fair statement of our position, and many- 
are the arguments by which we attempt to 
justify a downright opposition to all such ex- 
ample. Surely we may say every artifice of 
interpretation has been employed by an hyper- 
spirituality to vindicate *'our views" and make 
them palatable, and a *' foregone conclusion," 
has shut out every view but that which has 
been sadly miscalled ''spiritual" — that which, 
in the language of Gurney, ' ' spiritualizes pas- 
sages in the wrong place," thus depriving 
Scripture of its whole evangelical bearing. 
While this has been one necessity of the 
case, it is not the worst one. It has involved 
us in such incongruities and contradictions of 
Scripture as to aid men in doubting their in- 
spiration, and in despising apostolic authority, 
and this is the toot of every process of heresy. 

It is said * ' baptism is not commanded in the 
New Testament, since instructions as to its per- 
formance are not minute enough " ! And again : 
*' Even if it is there, it may be discontinued, 
since all New Testament commands are of the 
nature of moral precepts, and not of the definite 
prescriptions of the Old." Again: ''Baptism 
was a Jewish rite, and as used by Christians, 
was borrowed from the Jews " ! And this is 
affirmed, because Maimonides says so ! and he 
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was a Jewish Rabbi who flourished 1 1 50 yeai 
after Christ, and speculates that about everj 
thing of value among Christians was stolen froffl 
the Jews ? But so far from any minute prescripl 
tions "in the law of Moses, " there is absolute^ 
nothing of the kind in it — nothing that has an^ 
nearer resemblance to the rite of baptism for S 
"proselyte " than that of a man " washing bi$ 
own clothes and bathing himself" to "putawajfl 
the filth of his flesh " ! Or one still farth« 
fetched, in which "persons," "houses," "tents,'*j 
"vessels" and "clothes" were alike "sprinkled'^ 
with "blood and water," and this repeated frc 
quently ! Not one single text is to be found il 
the law of Moses, from beginning to end, 1 
justify this old traditional and false hypothes 
If there is one, let it be produced. Nothing Ifl 
easier. We all have Bibles. "But does no( 
Philo or Josephus or the older Targums telty 
us it was so ? " No, not one of them eveifl 
refers to such a rite ! But such biblical authoi 
ties as Myer, Schneckenburger, Luther, Wit| 
Owen, DeWette, Doddridge, Stuart, Langej 
Cowles and Geikie tell us "baptism is 
the Old Testament at all, and was never there.'' 
It is indisputable that the origin of the history 
baptism dates from the ministry of John, and « 
beyondit. No ! we have ruled it out of the New j 
because the "proof-texts" were too few, ; 
into the Old, where there are none at all I 
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all of this in our zeal for '* specific instructions " ! ! 
" But were not washings and carnal ordinances 
imposed until the time of reformation"? Yes, 
but water baptism was never one of these. Not 
only so, when was the time of reformation ? I 
answer, when the baptism of repentance for the 
remission of sins, instead of the sacrifices of the 
law, was preached by John. **That was the 
beginning of the gospel of Jesus Christ, the 
Son of God," according to Mark i : 1-5. Also 
in Acts 2 : 26, Matthias was chosen of God as 
an apostle, because he was a witness of the 
gospel of the Lord Jesus, and had **companied 
with the apostles" all the way, ^'beginning from 
the baptism of John,'' 

Sec. I — John the Baptist. 

*' But was not John the last priest and prophet 
in the ritualistic dispensation, and doing exactly 
what" the law ** required him to do"? Noth- 
ing of the kind. He was a prophet in one 
sense to be sure, but as Jesus says, ^'more tJuxn 
a prophet,'' That is, he was not merely one 
who foretold future events, but exercised the 
office of an inspired teacher in the New Testa- 
ment sense. He had the '^testimony of Jesus," 
and **the testimony of Jesus is the spirit of 
prophecy." *'A man sent from God " to **turn 
many of the children of Israel to the Lord their 
God," not to Moses at all, * * To give knowledge 
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of salvation unto his people by the remission of 
their stns," without the shghtest reference to the 
law, and what he actually did was wholly out- 
side of it. He was never found at Jerusalenv™ 
the place of priestly ministration, and besides 
he had never been consecrated a priest at all, 
paid the slightest attention to the Jewish rituf 
since he was circumcised, but "was in 
deserts till the day of his showing into Israel.^ 
"All the prophets and the law prophesied until 
John," when he began to "preach the baptisEp 
of repentance unto the remission of sins.*! 
"He was filled with the Holy Ghost froi 
his mother's womb," and his message, 
so familiar to tlie Christian's ear, "he th^ 
believeth on the Son hath everlasting life," 
totally new to Israel, and as clear a gospel, i 
contrast with the law, as was ever preached 1 
Paul. Who ever struck more faithful blows a 
outward and traditional legalism than he didfl 
(Matt, hi: 7-9). Hear him declare to themS 
"Abrahamic succession depended upon isonlya 
millstone about your necks. " "It will not save yoi 
from the wrathof God." "Neither will anycerj 
monial observance. " "Even yielding so far a 
accept baptism at my hands will not do it. " ' 'No^ 
ing short of deep, heart-felt repentance and t 
fruits thereof." "And God is able to raise i|g 
spiritual children unto Abraham even out « 
dead Gentiles." "John came in the spirit a 
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power of Elias," who was in some respects his 
illustrious prototype. In austerity of life, zeal 
for God, and a peculiar power of the Holy 
Ghost, they resembled each other. But the 
contrasts were great as well. Elijah was the 
man of judgment. The drouth, the sword, and 
the avenging fire which fell upon the captains 
and their fifties at his word, all tell us this. 
And his career was fittingly closed when his 
chariot of fire with horses of fire were swept 
up into heaven by a whirlwind. John was the 
man of mercy, the messenger of peace, the 
voice that cried, ** Behold the lamb of God.'* 
He taught his disciples the doctrine of the 
Holy Ghost. But *'he did no miracle." He 
went rapidly forward to the ignominious death 
of a proto-martyr in the loathsome fortress of 
Machareus. Again and again had all Levitical 
institutions been well nigh destroyed by the 
evil doings of those who ** provoked the Lord 
God of Israel to anger." But again and again 
had they been restored by men raised up of 
God like Asa, Josiah, Hezekiah and Nehemiah, 
who burnt idols, cut down groves, put away 
wives, restored the feasts, rebuilt the wall, read 
the law, offered its sacrifices, cleansed the tem- 
ple, sanctified the priests, and put to rights 
again the machinery of the Mosaic economy. 
Now again, at the close of that dispensation, 
we stand amid the fragments and ruin of the 
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whole system, God's sentence uttered by Hi 
last prophet had been : "I have no pie; 
you, neither will I accept an offering at yoi 
hands." "Ye are cursed with a curse, for 
have robbed me, even this whole nation." " 
are gone away from mine ordinances and ha' 
not kept them. " " But my name shall be great 
among the Gentiles." In fearful fulfillment had 
the torrent of evil risen for four hundred years, 
and not a single prophetic voice to stem its tii 
The glory of the Lord had long since "gone 
from the midst of the city," and " strangers w( 
come into the sanctuaries of the Lord's house, 
Judea was a Roman province, and the tribul 
money that ought to have been given to Gi 
alone must be paid to Caesar, Into the mii 
of a scene like this comes the Lord's 
senger" with a commission "to give light 
them that sat in darkness and in the shadow 
death and to guide their feet into the way 
peace,'* and to "turn the disobedient to 
wisdom of the just." The question is: 
he do it? Jesus testifies that he "fulfilled 
mission." If he did, was it by the restorati( 
and reconstruction of Levitical rites ? or by 
Holy Ghost ministry, for which there was 
provision whatever in the law of Moses, ■ 
more than for the Symbol with which it 
accompanied? How strange that such a c 
tion could ever be raised ! 
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About thirty years before this, the few *' just 
and devout *' persons that were '* waiting for the 
consolation of Israel," had seen the Lord's 
Christ and taken Him in their arms, and en- 
couraged one another to look to Him, for '* the 
redemption of Jerusalem." He was **an horn 
of salvation" and the only **hope of Israel." 
They had none whatever from Moses or the law. 
To the scattered remnant, thus prepared and ex- 
pectant, the first blast from the trumpet of **the 
prophet of the highest," was hailed as the glad 
tidings that the **Son of righteousness, with 
healing in his wings" had indeed arisen. It was 
a summons to repent and ** believe the Gospel" 
— that the kingdom of heaven is at hand, 
because **fke time is fulfilled,'' Once more then 
the solemn question is to be answered, * * The 
baptism of John, whence was it? From heaven 
or of men?" The * *chief priests and elders" of 
old were afraid to say it was not from God, and 
they knew it was not from Moses, so they 
**could not tell." His tests of repentance and 
righteousness were too severe for these ruling 
classes and domineering spirits. They could not 
make up their minds whether his mission was 
human, divine or diabolic, but they say **he 
hath a devil." But there are those in this day 
who do not hesitate to answer our Lord by say- 
ing, we can tell, *'lt is from Moses, or possibly 
from the Egyptians as saith Heroditus." But in 
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this question Moses is included with all 
men. There is no third alternative. If it is 
from Moses, it is not " from heaven," which is 
to break the Scriptures which declare that John 
"was sent from God," and "sent to baptize." 

But once more, if from Moses, and he was "a 
priest under the law," his functions were clearly 
prescribed, as well as his qualifications, i. He 
must be brought "to the door of the tabernacle" 
and "be ■washed with water." He was there 
clothed in garments of fine white linen, with a 
"girdle of needle-work " and "white linen bon- 
nets," all " for glory and beauty." Then their 
" hands were laid upon the head of the bullock 
for the sin offering," and upon "the head of the 
ram for the burnt offering," and upon the "head 
of the ram of consecration." "And Moses put 
of its blood upon the tip of their right ear, an9 
upon the thumbs of their right hand, and upon 
the great toes of their right feet." "And Moses 
took of the anointiug oil and of the blood which 
was upon the altar, and sprinkled it upon Aaron 
and upon his garments, and upon his sons and 
upon his sons' garments." They were then to 
"boil the flesh" of the ram of consecration and 
eat it with the bread in the ' 'basket of consecra- 
tions, " and for seven days was this feast to 
be kept up at the "door of the tabernacle," 
"that ye die not." And this was priestly conse- 
cration under the law. 2. He must continually 
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bring his own sin offering and burnt offering and 
* 'make an atonement for /Aj/^^^.*' 3. His next 
work of offering the sacrifices and gifts of all the 
people was ceaseless. His post of duty must 
ever be in the midst of moaning oxen, bleating 
sheep and bleeding birds. He must stand 
between the people and their God and relieve 
them of every offensive detail in these bloody 
and to us revolting rites. As a complete antith- 
esis to all of this, look at John the Baptist. 
Instead of * 'living at the door of the tabernacle 
that he die not,'* his life is in the ** deserts;" 
instead of garments of ''beauty and glory," see 
his rough and uncomely clothing of "camel's 
hair ;" instead of a linen "girdle of fine needle- 
work " to fasten it about his loins, see a strip 
from the "skin" of some animal; instead of 
feeding from a basket of delicious "consecra- 
tions" presented by the people, his homely fare 
is furnished by the wilderness, and finally, no 
uplifted knife or burning censer is ever seen in his 
hand. But instead of a round of rites per- 
formed by the priest, independent of the moral 
instruction of the people, or of his own moral 
condition, John the Baptist came forth in the 
full-orbed brightness and power of his commun- 
ion with God, and "full of the Holy Ghost," 
began his unceasing work to declare a *^way of 
righteousness," into which the moral offscouring 
of the world might at once enter, and so "justify 
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one of the usages of the " law," how comes it 
that "the Pharisees and lawyers rejected the 
counsel of God against themselves, being not 
baptized of him?" How came it that these 
"beheved Him not," but the publicans and 
harlots did, and went into the kingdom of God 
before them ? His ministry summoned men to 
moral renovation, and unlike the ministry of 
those who minimize John's in the present day, it 
was clothed with the authority of the Holy Ghost. 
The hardened soldier cried for mercy, the weep- 
ing harlot was penitent, and the extortioner 
hastened to put his house in order. Such dis- 
plays of God's power caused even the onlookers 
in that day to reason among tliemselves, "Is not 
this Christ?" They never thought of Moses. 
His denunciation of sin, hypocrisy and unclean- 
ness were carried into the palace of the king, and 
his fearless proclamation of "the Lamb of God," 
as the sinner's only refuge, received the tragic 
reward of moral courage. He was brutally 
murdered as the success of a vile plot of Herodias, 
who is said to have pricked with a bodkin the 
silenced tongue of this inflexible preacher of 
repentance. When Wm. Penn preached "re- 
pentance," he says, " it comprehends three 
operations, first, a sight of sin ; second, a sense 
and godly sorrow for it ; third, amendment of 
life for the time to come, or justification ; that 
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IS, forgiveness of sins that are past through 
Christ the alone propitiation.'* How could it 
have any less significance when John preached 
it ? Even Josephus admits that John could not 
have baptized yi?r the ^'remission of sins/' inas, 
much as the soul had been pfeviously purified by 
righteousness. It never was a type of the bap- 
tism of the Holy Ghost, and it is amazing that 
such an error could obtain currency. Fire, and 
fire only, was the symbol for this wofk of the 
Spirit from the earliest day of sacrifice down to 
Pentecost. The * 'baptism of the Holy Ghost," 
I repeat, is, and was always wholly independent 
of the rite of water baptism, either as a type, 
symbol or accompaniment. This rite as intro- 
duced by John under immediate divine guidance, 
was a type of nothing. It was not intended to 
point out anything in Xh^ future. It was indeed 
a fitting symbol or memorial of the present 
inward fact of regeneration. But its chief use 
and purpose was to effect a change in the external 
relations of the people with each other. To 
separate those that received, from those that 
rejected God's message. It just went that far. 
It corresponded with the old custom of publish- 
ing the **banns," which drew a complete line of 
separation from all other suitors, though it did 
not unite in marriage. The time had not yet 
come when this nucleus of the Christian church 
were to be **builded together" in one organic 
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community. When that time did come, and on 
the day of Pentecost three thousand persons 
were baptized " into the name of Jesus Christ," 
the apostles administed the rite in its full idea 
as modified by the prescription of the Lord 
Jesus after his resurrection. And that full idea 
is a three-fold one. First, as we have said, a 
symbol which fitly expresses the spiritual wash- 
in by the blood of Jesus — (not at all the burning 
up of the unrighteous nature by the Holy Ghost 
and fire, which is always a subsequent work). 
Second, it is a moral Rubicon which separates 
those who cross it from spiritual affinity with 
those upon the other side. To cross it was to 
surrender the last hope of help from Moses and 
the law, instead of a feeble compounding with 
Jewish prejudices. But, thirdly, it is a public 
espousal to Christ and to his church. His peo- 
ple are not only to be united to Him and to each 
other by the spiritual "bond of perfection," but 
their external union and relation to each other 
is properly solemnized by this incorporating rite. 
The absolute necessity of some initiatory usage 
or ceremony which shall be the uniform sign and 
seal of the identification of all the Lord's people, 
high and low, rich and poor, Jew and Gentile is 
seen by everybody. The militant body of 
Christ must in the very nature of the case be 
"fitly framed together," visibly and outwardly, 
as well as spiritually- This is no more incon- 
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sistent with her highest spirituality, than that a 

marriage ceremony is incompatible with true 

love. But there are people in this age of social 

as well as religious liberalism, who think even 

this. The notorious George Eliot allied himself 

to a free-thinking paramour, and for years they 

have been trying to convince the world that 

double life, without wedding vows is the ideal 

marriage. Alas ! that they succeeded so well ! 

From their standard of advanced thought (?) 
they have pitied the narrowness of those 

who could not live together in love, with- 
out ** going back to a mere ceremony" of 
marriage ! ! 

Such a brazen defiance of the law of God has 
not satisfied, but rightfully incensed the church 
of Christ. But the Lord Jesus gave especial 
testimony to the character, person and mission of 
John the Baptist, and it was not even in feference 
to these, to say nothing of disparagement, that 
Jesus spake, when he said **the least in the 
kingdom of heaven is greater than he;'' but in 
reference to a full possession of the deepest signif- 
icance of the dispensation of the Holy Ghost. 
And it is just as true to-day of every messenger 
of Christ who has not * 'received the Holy Ghost 
since he believed,'' as it was of John. 

Sec. 2. — The Lord Jesus. 
But, to our amazement, we are flatly told that 
**Jesus himself submitted to baptism under the 
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up out of the water a legally 
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law, and i 

consecrated priest." 

After what has been said about priestly conse- 
cration and service under the law, we only need 
to add the additional and overwhelming contra* 
diction of scripture to such a statement in the 
case of our Lord; that "he sprang out of Juda," 
not the priestly tribe at all, and that He was 
"not made a priest after the law of a carnal 
commandment, but after the power of an endless 
life," is plainly declared. And if a priest not 
under the law but after anotlur order, and conse- 
crated by baptism — and believers are all priests 
after the same order — why not also be consecrated 
in like manner? The whole theory is naught 
but a flimsy subterfuge and proves entirely too 
much. The truth is that Christ simply idmtified 
Himself with John's ministry and baptism, 
when presenting Himself for this rite in Jordon. 
Baptism was one element in the ' 'righteousness" 
which John was sent to proclaim and which 
Christ specifically acknowledged. Not in con- 
fession of sin nor in obedience to any "law" in 
existence, nor in "consecration," but it was 
"bfcomtng" even in Jesus to give to all men an 
example of "fulfilling and obeying all righteous- 
ness, "or every command of God through his 
servant John. And he did it for our sokes, even 
as he prayed at the grave of Lazarus "because 
of the people which stood by." !n the " now" 
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of which he spoke, John could not receive the 
coveted baptism with tlie Holy Ghost, for the 
Lord Jesus could not send it down until after 
He was glorified. But he could "preach the 
Gospel to the poor, ' ' forgive sins, and give power 
to all that received Him to "become the sons of 
God, " and by this initial experience of regenera- 
tion and adoption, \>s prepared {at a deeper one 
offered in the baptism of the Holy Ghost to all 
"who will obey Him." Jesus and his disciples 
took up the identical messaigeof John and "bap- 
tized more disciples than John." When this 
was told John he was glad that the fame, influ- 
ence, success and disciples of Jesus were 
"increasing." Glad, not so much because more 
people were being baptized, as that more people 
were turning to Jesus and being separated from 
His rejectors. His own renown and disciples 
"decreased," inasmuch "as all men came to 
Jesus," and this was one grand proof of the 
success of John's ministry, for he had been try- 
ing to turn men to Jestis and not to himself. He 
never preached water, he preached Jesus the 
lamb of God, and administered water baptism 
as a simple rite on the above mentioned princi- 
ples, and under special Divine direction. If 
there was nothing at all of John but water, then 
there might be some reason in an attempt to 
make his "decrease" and death synonymous 
with an extinction of water I Otherwise tliere 
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2S none. But it is said, and that continually,^ 
"Christ did not baptize with water." We con- 
fess to some amazement every time we read or 
hear such a statement, since there can possibly 
be no object in urgirig this merely technical fact, 
except for the purpose of getting it received as 
a substantial fact, which it is not. Let us see : 
St. John says Jno. iii : 22, "And there he tarried 
with them and baptized." No "ifs" nor "ands" 
about that testimony. Again in iii, 26, John's 
disciples witness: "Rabbi, he that was with 
Thee beyond Jordon, behold the same bapttzeik 
and all men come to him." John did not dis- 
pute the fact or try to explain it away, but 
called attention to what he had told them before, 
and said, "This my joy therefore is fulfilled." 
But again in ch. iv, i, St. John confirms the 
truth about it, saying, "The Lord knew how the 
Pharisees had heard that_/fjz/i viade and baptised 
more disciples than John," and then instead of 
contradicting all of these three declarations of 
fact, he corroborates them by a parenthetical 
clause which explains the precise way in which 
our Lord did it, viz., through his "disciples." 
That is the whole of it, and it was reasonable 
and wise that it should be so. If Jesus baptized 
one he must baptize all or leave room for 
jealousies. If He should, " with His own 
hands, " baptize disciples while on earth, 
who would be worthy to do it after he was 
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gone ? It was just that kind of a subordinate 
thing which must be kept in a subordinate place, 
and care was exercised by or Lord, and by Peter 
and by Paul, lest men should attach undue im- 
portance to it. And this could be very readily 
done by their ascribing to the rite itself, some 
fictitious value, because of the pre-eminent wis- 
dom and holiness of him who might administer 
it. Hence, Peter * 'commanded" some one of 
the Joppa brethren to attend to that. And 
Paul assigns this very same reason why he was 
glad that he had so seldom overstepped this 
wholesome rule. Just as in the present day, the 
evangelist turns over his converts to the church 
officers, to judge of their qualifications and admit 
them instead of doing it himself The authority 
and responsibility of the Lord Jesus, is just as 
much involved as if he had baptized with His 
own hands, and it is a most unwarrantable liberty 
to talk about *' tacit avowals " and ** discontinu- 
ance" solely on a human presumption. **Qui 
facit per alium facit per se." He who does a 
thing by the agency of another does it himself. 
Thus a merchant sells goods, or lands, or liquors, 
though he may not touch them with his own 
hands, and is held responsible accordingly. 

Sec. 3. — The ^'Commission." 

We come now to the commission of our 
Lord. A plain, straightforward, common-sense 



command, easily understood by anybody. ist3 
Go preach and disciple men. ' 'Turn them from 
Satan unto God, " not to yourselves. 2d. Bap- 
tize all such and add them to the outward visible 
church by this simple uniform rite. 3d. Teach 
them to observe and do in their turn all things 
that I have commanded you. Inculcate obedi- 
ence to these instructions, for they are given in 
perpetuity. But before you go on this mission, 
"ye shall receive power after that the Holy 
Ghost is come upon you." These commands 
were given to His disciples, a company of intelli- 
gent and spiritual men, who were already "not 
of the world," but consecrated followers of 
Jesus in the regeneration, and whose names 
"were written in heaven." He had " ordained 
them and sent them forth to preach." After 
his resurrection he had ' 'been seen of them forty 
days and spoken of the things pertaining to the 
kingdom of God." His testimony of their rela- 
tion to himself and to the world is most unequivo- 
cal. Their experience and their consecration is 
attested by their renunciation of homes, friends 
and nets,for the work of the ministry at the call 
of Jesus. The Holy Ghost was with them and 
devils were subject unto them. And all of this 
ought to put any man to shame who talks about 
them as not being converted. Such indeed was 
then, the needed preparation for the "baptism of 
the Holy Ghost," and the very same acquaint- 
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ance with Jesus and his justifying and regenerat- 
ing work, is still a necessity in order to fit candi- 
dates for tAts ' ^baptism. ** True, Jesus told them 
He had **many things to say which they could 
not yet bear;" fuller disclosures concerning the 
establishment of apostolic Christianity, and the 
sufferings to be endured by these disciples. But 
He promised thsiV *w/ien He, the spirit of truth is 
come, he will guide you into all truth." He did 
come at Pentecosty and this promise was in a spe- 
cial manner fulfilled. This was the **when," 
and they were * 'guided into truth" and did not 
stumble into error. But on that day the apostles 
did baptize with water the three thousand added 
to the church. Before they began it, Peter and 
Luke concur in witnessing that He had come and 
that **they were filled with the Spirit." Now 
after all of this, what can be thought of the 
honesty or intelligence of those who persist in 
asserting, that Peter was still only **a strict ritual- 
istic Jew," and who continue to ring the changes 
on **ye cannot bear them now," just as though 
the succeeding promise had not been fulfilled at 
all. 

Any system which has to be supported by 
wresting, or falsely applying scripture in order to 
have scripture at all, is demoralizing and injur- 
ious to all vital religion. The apostles compre- 
hended rightly their commission, and executed it 
as they understood their Lord, and did what 



6o AN ADDRESS 

they did "in the name of the Lord Jesus,'' 
which expressed in that moment the full signifi-'J 
cance of the iormula given them, and they j 
understood it and meant it as obedience. 

But it is charged as a "flat disobedience" by 1 
some, because they did not use the full formula, I 
Father, Son and Holy Ghost, " if water waS'l 
meant." But we ask when or where anybody^! 
ever obeyed, at any time or any place, if that' 
charge is correct ? Whoever attempted to use 
tliis formula when baptizing with the Holy 
Ghost? Will some one tell us? Such a thing 
has never been heard of and never will be, 
unless in the vain desire of some Simon Magus. 
How preposterous too, to think of baptizing 
with the Holy Ghost "in the name of the Holy 
Ghost." And then if men could be baptized by 
ministry at all, surely it would have been apos- 
tolic ministry. But there is no such a word or j 
thought in the Book. The truth is, the a 
were never commissioned to baptize with 1 
Spirit, and never attempted it. This is the s 
prerogative of the Lord Jesus himself For n 
to suppose that they are authorized or empowered I 
to do this, is to be the victim of dangerous I 
delusion, and it is the root of ritualism i 
worst form. When John disclaimed such power I 
for himself, he did it for all other men, on thC; 
ground of a requisite " mightiness," mc 
human. That the ' 'baptism" of the con 



ON THE ORDINANCES 6 1 

cannot by any possibility be with the ' * Holy 
Spirit," or any other than water is incontestibly 
proven from every standpoint, ist. To baptize 
with the Spirit is the sole prerogative of the 
Almighty Lord Jesus. It is predicted of Him 
and Him alone in the Scriptures. 2d. As it is 
the bestowment of the actual presence of God 
himself in the Spirit, it is inconceivable that it 
could be delegated to man or performed by a 
human agent. 3d. But whatever baptism it is, 
that is in the commission, it is to be performed by 
man, and man is interposed as the necessary and 
Divinely appointed agent for this thing. There- 
fore, if man does not perform it, God will not, 
and so it will never be done. But this proves 
too much if applied to the Spirit, since it limits 
God to the necessity of a human agent in this 
matter of the soul's experience and communion 
with Himself 4th. These difficulties all vanish 
when it is understood of the human thing, of 
water baptism, since if man fails to perform it 
the Divine work can still go forward without 
delay, praise the Lord. Sth. The apostles never 
claimed the right or the power to baptize with 
the Holy Ghost, but characterize this as the 
direct ** gift of God,** for which they united in 
specific prayer for those consecrated, and on 
whom their hands were thus laid. And so far 
as history goes no (sane) man has yet been found 
who ever claimed that he either had this power 
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or exercised it. 6th. Neitlier has any ri 
minded man ever been found with the genuine 
experience, who testifies that he was baptized 
with the Holy Ghost by a man. 7th. Whatever 
baptism it is, it is one which stands immediately 
connected with the new birth, or at the very 
threshold of Christian life. All agree to this. 
8th. But the baptism with the Spirit does not 
stand so connected, but is received at some sub- 
sequent time, at some advanced period of the 
Christian's course, at some time, it may not be long 
to be sure, but "after that ye believed. " 9th. 
The work of the spirit in regeneration is creative, 
and its appropriate symbols are "wind," which 
communicates life (Jno. iii : 3) and "water" that 
speaks of cleansing by the i'/ooei of Jesus. 
10th. The work of the Spirit when baptized 
with the Holy Ghost is totally different from 
this and for a different purpose. It is first 
destiuclive of the old self life, of "'the chaff," 
"the unrighteous nature," and its fitting emblem 
is always "fire." Second, it is for the expansion 
of the new life, and its immersion in God, for the 
express purpose of going into all the world as 
His witness with "new tongues," and as "burn- 
ing and shining lights. " nth. Thus it is certain 
that we do not "enter the family of the redeemed 
by baptism of any kind. " Not by water, for that 
has no legitimate place until after ' 'we are saved 
through faith," and not by the Spirit, since he 
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who is "baptized" must already have a life to be 
immersed, seeing he cannot be baptized into life. 
1 2th. These points being admitted, they clear 
up the obscurity and mischievous misapprehen- 
sion, urged by those who reject the doctrine that 
the ''baptism of the Holy Ghost," is always sub- 
sequent to conversion, and is promised only to 
those that are already the ' 'children of God by 
faith in Jesus." 

The apostles then were right in their appre- 
hension of the Lord's words, or they were in 
serious error. They practiced, taught and en- 
forced water baptism as the one and proper initi- 
ation into the church, and so did their contem- 
poraries and successors. They demonstrated its 
entire harmony, with the highest spirituality and 
power, which the church has ever displayed on 
earth. From first to last they never uttered one 
word which can be rightly understood to discoun- 
tenance or set it aside. Their usage was not only 
continued through the apostolic age, but de- 
scended to their successors unimpaired and 
unquestioned. On Pentecost there were three 
thousand baptized ; in Samaria * 'both men and 
women were baptized," and so was the eunuch, 
and so was Paul and Cornelius and other Gen- 
tiles. So was Lydia and her house, and the 
jailor and his house, and Crispus, and the Cor- 
inthians, and the disciples at Ephesus. These 
facts are established beyond all dispute or cavil 
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by sane men. And yet there is a bold attein] 
made to impeach the record, or in some wa] 
invalidate the force of this example. Fi 
instance, it is proven that Peter was only 
"strict ritualistic Jew, " by the necessity of 
housetop vision. But there, "he saw the who) 
typical law dethroned." Well, then, surely 
may now hope that credit will be given to the 
Holy Ghost for speaking through Peter. And 
he does seem to get on pretty well at the house] 
of Cornelius, until he "commands them 
be baptized," when, lol it is discovered 
he still ' 'does many things which he is not ci 
' and then we set about provii 



manded to do ! ' 
that this is so. 



Sec. 
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When Paul was converted,the Lord sent him 
to Ananias with the most positive assurance 
that he should tell him what he "must do." 
Then the Lord talked with Ananias, and gave 
tliat good man explicit instructions how to deal 
with this convert. But just like Peter, friend 
Ananias commands Paul to "arise and be bap- 
tized, "and this too, after he had received his 
sight. And though this is related twice in the 
book of Acts, there are people who don't know 
that Paul was baptized at all. But what does 
he mean when he says "Christ sent me not to 
baptize?" He does not mean that he has no au- 
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thority to baptize, that it is not included in his 
commission. To make him mean this is to make 
him an unblushing offender against Christ. For 
he had just told of baptizing Crisp us and Gaius 
and the household of Stephanus, and he was not 
sure but some others among the Corinthians and 
he says nothing about other people, but we know 
of the jailer and his family, and Lydia and her 
family, and the twelve brethren of Ephesus be- 
sides. Did he do all this without Divine author- 
ity and in disregard of the will of Christ ? If so, 
why does he not confess his error and rectify it ? 
No this wont do at all. Paul's meaning is clear 
enough to the teachable. It is simply this — the 
party strife in Corinth brought Paul to realize, the 
value of the providential fact, that in his work 
the subordinate and ritual part of the commission 
had been chiefly performed by his assistants. It 
was subordinate to the spiritual and main work 
of preaching the gospel, but the organic law of 
the church must be attended to by somebody, 
and not neglected. A division of service was 
taught and exampled by the Master, who preached 
while the disciples baptized, under His general 
supervision. It was followed by the Apostles. 
But when men were on the alert to see some 
sign, that the**Eminent apostle of the Gentiles,'* 
might attach men to His own person, or possibly 
head a separate organization, instead of the one 
church] it was indeed cause of thankfulness, that 
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as it were, without design on his part, he had 
been preserved from " giving occasion, " to those 
ready to attach importance, to the person who might 
administer the rite wliich admitted to the church. 
So that instead of their baptism having been 
a cause of their divisions, Paul appeals to the 
fact of their having been "baptized;" yet 
not "in the name of Paul," as the one 
unanswerable reason why these divisions should, 
and could be healed. Paul says "he did not use 
fc/rMU'f? to lead about a wife," but that don't 
prove that Paul thought wives ought to be abol- 
ished. On the contrary he taught that every 
bishop "must have one wife" and that the other | 
apostles could lead their wives about. Paul wasj 
"not sent" to "labor with his hands," so as ] 
to burden the church, but he did it and has b 
onT pattern saint in this respect, and hisexampl^ 
quoted as authority, for that suits us, althoug) 
he confesses it was "wrong" and asks the C(^ 
inthians to "forgive" him. Many act asthou^ 
they thought Paul meant to say, "For Chrii 
sent me not to preach the gospel but to ] 
against baptism." May the Lord bless us with i| 
zeal according to knowledge. 

Sec. 5. — Eph. iv. 5. — "One Baptism.' 

But don't he say there is "one baptism ?'y 
"What does he mean by that?" He is ha 
speaking to the Ephesians about their outwat^ 
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**walk'' and church fellowship. He has dwelt 
in the previous chapter upon the spiritual basis 
or ground of this. It is* 'unity of the spirit, "and 
**the bond oi peace" is perfect ^'love,'* in which 
these saints are to be **rooted and grounded, "ac- 
cording to the prayer of the apostle. **That 
Christ may dwell in their hearts by faith," ener- 
energizing, actuating and unifying the wills, 
hearts and dispositions of the living members of 
the **one body" of Christ. This is a kind of 
unity that man cannot make, though it can be 
**kept" after God makes it, and the importance 
of keeping *'the unity" is the central thought 
of this message. There is but ''one body" but 
this is both spiritual and corporate, both mysti- 
cal and militant. The mystical union is formed 
by the uniting work of the Holy Spirit. The out- 
ward fellowship is largely formed by outward 
**walk" and both are promoted by minding the 
same rule. Paul taught the importance of this 
when he came to these Ephesian brethren at their 
own home in Ephesus, (Acts xix), and found them 
thinking that the negative and separating bap- 
tism of John was all that was necessary to incor- 
porate them into the visible church. He cor- 
rected their error. It was plain that to continue 
the baptism of John after it had been modified 
into a uniting and organic rite by the Lord Jesus, 
would eventually result in the establishment of 
two baptisms or modes of reception into the 
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church. This would be confusing and disunit- 
ing and would not do at all ; and when they 
heard Paul's instructions they were baptized over 
again and this time "in the name of the Lord 
Jesus." Then came the prayer-meeting and the 
"baptism with the Holy Ghost" upon these 
teachable and consecrated men, about twelve ( 
them. This, then, is the subject in hand, theij 
importance of unity and fellowship of ' 'walk" | 
with God's people, and seven good reasons are 
given why it must not be otherwise — "one body, 
one spirit, one hope, one Lord, one faith, one 
baptism, one God. " And the same external and 
visible sign of union and badge of membership 
in the "one body" would, if observed, greatly 
promote the desired object, while, if not obr^ 
served, would directly tend to defeat it. There 
is no comparison here instituted between water 
and spirit baptism whatever. Such a thought is 
evidendy not in the mind of the Apostle at all. 
The word "baptism" must here be taken in its 
most obvious and literal sense because the nature 
of the subject requires it. Also because the 
the word is always used with its natural and Iit--| 
eral meaning of an outward act, unless some word J 
in connection changes that meaning. * 
•I am quite awnre thai slrangely enough, ther 

just the oppusile of this. But if my reader wifl 
an socin satisfy liitiiself of the 
find the word "baptize" (baptisi 
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Not only so, if we attach a spiritual meaning 
to it, we make the apostle state a doctrine in these 
two words instead of a simple declaration oifact 
which is all there is of it. '*There is one Lord** 
**There is one baptism.** Not one Lord that is 
'^essential" or * 'necessary** or anything else, but 
just **one Lord'* and **one baptism.** Now if 
this be understood of water only, it comports 
exactly with the facts, for the church recognized 
but the **One** directed by the Lord, just as they 
denied all false Gods, asserting there there was 
but ''one God,'' But if we understand **one bap- 
tism** of the Spirit, we have no sooner done so 
than we must begin to claim that after all '*one** 
does not mean *'one'* but many, since there 
is the ''baptism of suffering** and "the baptism 
of persecution'* as well as the "baptism with the 
Holy Ghost.'* And if we understand the apos- 
tle to mean but "one** while instituting the com- 
parison of the two it involves him in a palpable 
contradiction of the incontestable facts — and that 
will not do. For Paul himself had enforced 
outward baptism on these very people, and that 

ment where they will agree that water is clearly meant while 
in the \ try few passages that are une^urvoca/^**wijih the Holy 
GhosV*' a/ways occurs. And some of those most in dispute 
we are now examining, and would gladly do so with every 
one of them if possible. If we are to supply the word 
**Spirit" on our own motion, why may we not read "For 
Christ sent me not to baptize (with the Spirit) but to preach 
the gospel"? 
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was "one," and he had prayed with them when 
they received the Holy Ghost, and that was 
"one," and iotAwere at that very time taught, 
recognized and received by the Apostolic church 
everywhere, and this was not less than t/iir(y 
years after the ascension of our Lord. Surely we 
can say with Elizabeth Fry "I like the truth in 
simpUcity ; it needs no mysterious garment, 
do not like the habit of that mysterious, ambi^ 
uous mode of expression in which Friends ■ 
times clothe their observations and their raini^ 
try." 

Sec. 6 — Col. ii: 14, etc. 

The church at Colosse was largely composec 
of Gentiles, and it is evident that their tendei 
cies were not in the special direction of Pharised 
ism. Their danger was that of being "spoila 
through philosophy and vain deceit." Paij 
describes the character of it somewhat when ] 
speaks of "worshipping angels, ""and pride pun 
ing up a fleshly mind, " under a garb of "hui 
ity." Things that had a "show of wisdom, 4 
too, in "neglecting the body, etc.," and 1 
enforced by an arbitrary law of asceticism, whld 
outstripped the laws of Moses in its prohibition 
respecting "meat and drink." Now sucli^j 
superstitious over-estimate of "keeping 
body under," must lead away from Christ, t 
Head, and clothe pride in a dress of lowlines 



ON THE ORDINANCES. /I 

This demand of Platonic and Essenic philoso- 
phers for ascetic abstinance was urged by their 
law or * 'ordinance/' (not Paul's)* 'touch not, taste 
not, handle not;" and this aphorism of asceticism 
is here quoted by Paul, and against which he 
warns the Colossians. A little care will enable 
anybody to see that instead of giving this forth 
as from himself, and the truth, he is condemn- 
ing it as error. Christian liberty is not to be 
trammelled in such matters, and conscience is 
not to be resigned to any party in the church 
who would domineer over it. ' 'Suffer no man to 
bring you into' bondage." It was just as im- 
portant that individual liberty be guarded as that 
individual license be forbidden. But he always 
recommends care not to offend a weak brother in 
any matter of personal gratification, such as 
"meat," etc. (i Cor. viii : 13.) Whether it is 
^^ feast of a Pharisee, or the/h!^/ of the Essenes, 
who affected to live the life of angels, both alike 
are '^ ordinances y'' and to be despised when arbi- 
trarily imposed. And these Colossians had 
"received Christ Jesus," and "put off the body 
of sins, " and been ' 'quicked together with Him, " 
who had obliterated "the hand-writing of ordi- 
nances," or everything in God's law that was 
"against" them, " nailing it to his cross," when 
He bore all penalties "in His own body on the 
tree. " Not only so, they had been received into 
church fellowship and made a profession of 
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their faith in "the operation of God" by the 
rite of "baptism," wliich is a fitting figure of 
their identity with Christ, their trespass offering, 
who died and was "buried" for them. 

Such is a simple and natural exegesis of this 
Scripture which I believe to be the true one, and 
which I think bears intrinsic evidence of its cor- 
rectness. The whole argument is manifestly one 
against the negations of mysticism, and not the, 
observance of Judaism. "Why are ye ordi* 
nance-ridden with suck rules as "do not handle, 
do not taste, do not even touch,." (Farrar.) 
But it could by no possibility have any reference 
to water baptism or the Lord's supper for 
another reason, and that is that neither of them 
were ever in the ' 'law of ordinances, " if by that 
we mean the "ceremonial" law, and this point 
has been discussed. It is clear that the repeal 
of a law is only a repeal of the specifications 
of that law, and unless these were in tt they 
were untouched by said repeal. Not only so, 
Paul could not be guilty of the inconsistency of 
speaking of things being "blotted out" which he 
was at that very time and in this very chapter (see 
V. 12) recognizing as valid and unimpeached. 
Besides, these things are never called "ordi- 
nances," 

Sec. 7 — I Peter, hi : 21. 

This passage is quite obscure and somewhat 
difficult. But by first taking those points that 
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are most lucid, we hope to reach a true under- 
standing of Peter's words. Noah and his family 
are viewed, not only here but elsewhere, as a 
type of the **church." We are told that '' God 
warned him,*' and that by faith he prepared an 
ark to the saving of his house.** So that it was 
the ark that saved them. But Peter here says 
that they **were saved by watery Now both, 
in some sense, must be true. How ? It was 
**the Lord (that) shut him in** the ^r^^, which 
was a type of Christ. Upon this atk came the 
billows of Divine judgment. **The world that 
then was, perished,** as it was buried beneath 
those waters, for **the end of all flesh is come 
before me,** said the Lord. 

But Noah and his family, though in the place 
of death and of judgment, were also in the 
place of life and resurrection power, because they 
were in the arky and the afk received and sur- 
vived the shock of overwhelming judgment. 

**For Christ also hath once suffered for sins, 
the just for the unjust, that He might bring us 
to God, being put to death in the flesh but 
quickened by the spirit.** (v. i8.) 

And thus it was that the atk saved them. 
But the wafer was a means of raising those not 
destroyed by it into a region of cloudless peace 
and communion with God — a means of trans- 
figuring Noah and his family from their old life 
into a new one, from the old world into the new. 
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It was a means of sundering old ties and coni 
panionships and inducting into new relations. 
Every bond between t/tem and a sin -cursed 
generation of scoffers was severed. And thus, 
speaking figuratively, they were " saved 
water." 

But this water of the flood is a "figure 
And Peter says that "the baptism that doth 
now save us" is a " like figure." But "the 
baptism with the Holy Ghost and with fire " 
isKo/a "figure" at all, but a tremendous /ai:?. 
Therefore, he cannotmtan that! And for another 
reason: tlie watets of Noah cannot be a type of 
spiritual baptism, because "fire" is its iiwariable 
type and symbol, and_;&r and water ai^ too d 
similar to be types of the same work. And y 
again: Peter's aSalogy is one between "figurefl 
and figurative statements of salvation in 1 
cases. But to make him mean spiritual " 
tism" is to destroy his analogy and compafison 
and to institute our own contiasl in its place. 

It is to do violence to the whole metapht 
and to his thought. We have seen how j 
could only be true of Noah, that he 
"saved by water," when spoken in a "figu 
In like manner, when spoken only in a "figui 
it can be true of us, that ' 'baptism now savi 
and with such an understanding it must be c 
that Peter speaks of water baptism, and of n< 



ing 



else. 
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The parenthetical words *'not the putting 
away the filth of the flesh ** have been con- 
strued to mean that Peter was here describing 
water baptism and repudiating it. There can- 
not be the slightest ground for such a thought. 
The rite or ceremony of water baptism never 
'*put away any filth of the flesh." Such a 
thing was never heard of. But that is exactly 
what the Jewish lustrations did, and the body 
was washed to the '* purifying of the flesh'* — an 
actual, literal fact, and then they were cere- 
monially clean, too. But good as all this might 
be, Peter declares it is no such thing as that, 
that is signified by this ''figure of baptism," but 
it is a7i ^^ answer y'' or an elicited con/esszonj which 
flows from a **good conscience toward God." 
And '*the resurrection life of Jesus Christ" 
is the source of this new and spiritual life, just 
as his death is the source of the believer's deliv- 
erance from the penalties of sin. **He was 
delivered for our offences, and raised again for 
our justification." Thus does baptism most fit- 
tingly r<?/;r^^7// our death to sin, and our acknowl- 
edged obligation to walk in newness of life. 
' ' For if we have been planted together in the 
likeness of his death, we shall be also in the 
likeness of his resurrection." There are other 
passages upon which we might dwell, but we 
think of none that are not simple in their con- 
struction and easily understood. 



CHAPTER Vn. 



V, 



The Lord's Suppe*. 

Of course we can have no controversy with 
the truth concerning a "true communion" 
with the Lord in a spiritual partaking of the 
body and blood of Christ by faith." We be- 
lieve, experience and rejoice in it. That is not 
the question at all. But that ' ' no minister , 
should be teceived who participates in or advo^ 
cates an outward breaking of bread or supper," 
is such an enormity of wrong against God and'^ 
man that 1 cry out against it. It has often been | 
candidly admitted that this rule would reject J 
Paul and the apostles and the Lord Jesus Him- i 
self. This is undeniably true, and I would that \ 
we could realise so shocking a fact. I repeat J 
with emphasis, that such an unwarranted chal-T 
lenge to all Christendom to cast out our name a 
evil is f evolutionary, and has never been made io * 
the history of the Church until very recently. 
There is not one utterance of the fathers to ( 
Justify it. But we have gravitated toward aa4 
"^unreasoning dislike for "outward" things and J 
memorial tokens, that has reached even to a.J 
destruction of our gravestones, and well ■ 
made shipwreck of the true doctrine of 1 
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Cross. No people ever made more free use 
of signs than early Friends. They wore sack- 
cloth, put ashes on their heads, stripped ofif 
their shoes, and sometimes their clothes, and 
did innumerable other things as symbols. Now 
these things were not done as ** essentials" or as 
'* necessary" to salvation at all, but man-in- 
vented and extemporized, as they were, they 
may have had their place. Why not? God 
has always taught men by the objective method, 
and that very largely. The Lord Jesus did it al- 
ways while on earth, and so did the apostles, and 
so have good men of every age. 

And we as Friends are as ready as others to 
reach the minds of our children through the 
senses and with object-lessons in all matters of 
secular education. If we would not be wiser 
than God we would also acknowledge the prac- 
tical value of these things in a religious educa- 
tion as wisely adapted to our many-sided being 
and responsibilities. 

We have already examined the real attitude 
of our forefathers as to their tolerance of thought, 
and practice, more or less, of these * * outward 
signs," and no amount of murmuring about 
** garbling" and ** misrepresentation " can im- 
peach the record. That such record has found 
a resurrection is, we fear, a great grief to such 
as prefer the bliss of ignorance to the folly of 
being wise. 
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But now we are met with the ' ' infancy" argu-^ 
ment. If we find anything objectionable (?) in the 
apostles, we are told that ' 'it is not for us to sit in 
judgment on them," howbeit "it was a time of 
great spirital weakness with them, and these 
things were tolerated because of that." "But 
they were not obligatory to the end of time ! " 
And "Friends saw further." But when pointed 
to the palpable facts of the history of early 
Friends, we again hear of the "Infancy of the 
society." Is it not time to recur to another of 
these periods of "infancy," since they offered 
the most illustrious examples of power and God 
given success that the world has ever witnessed? 
I am willing for another such. 

Sec. I. 

Tlie Passoner Fcasi. — This is one of the most 
vivid pictures of salvation from judgment, and 
it may well be called the great type of redemp- 
tion through the blood of Jesus. But of this 
^/(co/ import the children of Israel understood 
little indeed. God took care of tliat. Their 
own deliverance was not affected by their igno- 
rance of this, but it depended upon the sim- 
plicity of their faith and obedience. They were 
to "keep a feast unto the Lord," and "a feast 
by an ordinance forever" in order to perpetuate 
throughout all generations a grateful remem- 
brance of their wonderful deliverance from judg- 
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ment. This feast did not precede salvatwn, but 
followed it. It did not procure salvation, for the 
sprinkled '*blood** did that. It \4Z,s>X.o sustain 
the life which the blood had redeemed. 

It was then — 

1st. **A memorial** and ''sacrifice of the 
Lord's passover;** a monument of what God 
had done for them, and they could understand 
that. It was to be a conscious bond of union 
between the Israelite and God, the source of his 
deliverance. No future realization of new privi- 
lege was to efface the memory of his past bond- 
age. It was to be kept even amid the victories 
of Canaan. 

2d. It was to be a bond of union between 
the Israelites themselves. They were many 
* 'households'* and many "lambs,** but one Israel 
was to ^^eat it,'' It had been one danger, one 
salvation for one people, from one Lord, through 
one lamb. It was a thing of immense practical 
value to these people to promote union. God 
made provision for it by engaging all in a com- 
mon cause of action. 

3d. It was to have a practical value in propa- 
gating a knowledge of this great redemption 
amongst others. For when it excited in the 
minds of their children the inquiry, "what 
mean ye by this service ?'* it was the best kind 
of a preparation for instruction. Such is a brief 
outline of \S\^ practical '^\2iCt, which "this service" 
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had, and was designed to have, with God's pec 
pie of old, entirely apart from its value < 
typical ordinance. As a company of worship- 
pers, they had needs which God designed to 
meet and supply in this provision. But in the 
course of time this whole institution was dis- 
owned by God, because "they have rebelled 
against me." — Isa. i, 1-15 ; Mai. i, 8; ii, 17; 
iii, 7-g. Long before the advent of our Lord, 
Judaism had sunk to such an idolatry of tradi- 
tions that God was shut out, and though the 
feasts were kept up they were no longer the 
"Lords passover" but are called in the New 
Testament "the Jews' passover, " and this dis- 
crimination of the Holy Ghost is full of signifi- 
cance. 

Sec 2. 
The Lord's Passovir Suppct. — Jesus said: 
"With desire I have desired to eat this passover 
with you before I suffer." — Luke xxii. 15. 
Two questions arise for examination here: i. 
Did He mean "the_/iT*j' passover" and eat tfuU 
with his disciples?" or, 2. Was "/!Aw passover 
a passover of his own instituting and widely 
different from that of the Jews? I do not hesi- 
tate to declare that the latter hypothesis is to 
my own mind overwhelmingly clear. But first 
I shall try to prove the other one impossible. 
Jesus was fialionally a Jew. When a child thirty 
or forty days old he was presented at Jerusalem 
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by his parents as their first-born. Also at 12 
years of age, and he was ^^ subject to his parents ,'* 
until at thirty years of age he announced himself 
as ^^ the truth!' He **astonished" men because 
he spoke * ' with authority' ' and * ^not as tlu scribes, " 
They had no privilege to teach what they thought 
of Scripture or law. They must simply enforce 
what Moses and ''Rabbi Hillel'* and Shammai 
had said. It was their business to protect the 
usages and traditions of the church. They were 
''recognized" for that purpose. 

Jesus had not thit kind of " authority.** He 
was not even of a priestly family, and was 
irregular and revolutionary. He came seeking 
"lost sheep/* but announced himself as "the 
shepherd,*' and not Moses. He sent none to the 
law, but cried "Come unto me,*' **I am the 
light of the world,** "land my father are one.*' 
Thus His "authority" was not derived 2.% that of 
the scnbes, but was original and Divine. He was 
himself a law-giver beyond Moses, whose word 
was all sufficient both to abrogate and establish. 
In the sermon on the Mount, there is no temple 
service at Jerusalem, but benedictions from 
Galilee. Hear Him quote Moses all the way 
through, and then set him aside with those 
words of Divine authority, ' • verily / say unto 
you,'' He announces the way into heaven, to 
do "the will of my Father,*' to ''ask and it shall 
be given you. *' Nay, more. He declared that the 
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"■hour" /irtii trow/f for Spiritual and true worship, 
when " true worshippers sliall worship the 
Father in spirit and in truth." But what does 
he mean by saying He has "come to fulfil!?" 
We have already seen that the ceremonial law 
was largely abrogated by Jewish traditions and 
perversions. Now, Christ did not fulfill that 
law in the sense of restoring it to a place of honor 
and true observance. Not at all. To fulfill does 
not mean to obey, to keep perfectly, or perform 
in minutiiE, as many think. But Christ fulfilled 
the typical and sacrificial law by ending its rites, 
and suffering in his own person as the anti-type 
of every type for cleansing or sacrifice for 
atonement. He "fulfilled" the fnoral law by 
unfolding it as spiritual, as well as external in its 
requirements, and by exemplifying its one cardinal 
principle of love, love to God and love to man. 
He " came not to destroy " in the sense of an 
arbitrary and compulsory overthrow of existing 
institutions, but to proclaim a mora] release from 
every "yoke," save His own, for every one that 
would "come to Him," and take this "easy 
yoke" upon them. He came to find Cassar in 
Judea, and Jerusalem trodden down of the Gen- 
tiles, Jehovah had been despised and dethroned, 
and was supplanted by a Gentile king. His 
"image and superscription" was found every- 
where in the land. Christ allowed his title. 
He raised no controversy with Csesar or with 
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Rome. He recognized the present loss of the 
throne both to Jehovah and to Himself, and 
rejected the incessant overtures of the people 
to ''restore the kingdom to Israel.'* Nothing 
but restored faith and allegiance t'o God on the part 
of Israel, could ever cancel the title of the Gen- 
tile king. When ''tribute" was demanded, he 
first declared Himself ' yr^^, " "notwithstanding, 
lest we should offend tkevty'* he directed it paid, 
but in a way which declared himself to be the 
"Lord of the whole earth." 

Now, in view of this national degradation, relig- 
ious anarchy and moral debasement, we ask 
reasonable men if it is conceivable that our Lord 
should continue in a passive participation in 
religous observances, "solemn meetings" and 
"appointed feasts," which the Father " hated,*' 
and whose ' 'incense is an abomination unto me ?" 
(Isa. I.) The whole institution, disowned by 
God, the Father, and the "glory," long since 
departed, and yet God, the Son, identifying 
himself with these hypocrites in their temple 
worship, without even an attempt to refotm or 
teconstruct it ! I Even Ezra found that such a work 
could not be accomplished " in a day or two," 
but spent three months in his efforts to reform 
Israel and "make confession unto God," and in 
that day the people did tt But in this day "ye 
seek to kill me because my word hath no place 
in you." He was indeed their faithful preacher 
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In John vii, he flatly tells thei 



and accuser. 
" None c 

he proves them unfit to execute its penalties upon 
others. "He that is without sin among you, let 
him " inflict the penalty; not a man dare do it be- 
cause condemned by his own conscience. Now 
Jesus did not impugn the law in the least ; neither 
did He execute'\t, buthe "fulfilled" it hy taking 
the place of the offender, and bearing her sin "in 
his own body on the tree." 

But it is constantly insisted upon, and it is one 
of the necessities of our case, that Jesus was 
Judaistic in his practices, and at least compro- 
mised somewhat wi th" Jewish prejudices and cus- 
toms." As evidence of this, his Identity with, 
and observance of, these passover feasts, is 
asswned as a fact, and then cited in proof I 
dispute the assumption and repel the inferences. 

I. We have seen how "all the foundations 
were out of course," and have read the fearful 
denunciations of these "hypocrites' by our 
Lord himselt. And yet we are more than will- 
ing to believe Him, one of these worshippers in 
"the Temple," vih.ic)\ lie declared h&A hecomc ^ 
"den of thieves." And this by a people who 
claim con.si deration for themselves, because too 
conscientious to continue association with the 
rest of Christendom, in their remembrance of 
the Lord's death, "as it is generally obsetvedV 
It is universally agreed that our present attitude 
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was constrained * 'because of abuses.*' And if 
so, it seems very awkward indeed, to deny even 
a like scrupulosity of action to our immaculate 
Savior. 

2. In point of fact let. us see the utterly un- 
compromising character of every demand made 
by the Lord Jesus. Hear him tell Nicodemus 
with a * Verily, verily,** three times over, that 
'*he must be born again/* Hear his indispensa- 
ble condition of discipleship : **If any man 
come to me, and hate not his father and mother, 
and wife and children, and brethren and sisters, 
yea his own life also, he cannot be my disciple.*' 
Again, "Go sell that />4^2^ ^^.y/ and give to the 
poor and come and follow me.'* Not a part, but 
ally or this young ruler might not have gone 
**away sorrowful.** To another, * 'Let the dead 
bury their dead, but go thou and preach the 
kingdom of God.** He was not permitted even 
to attend his father*s funeral. Another asked, 
"Let me first go and bid them farewell, which 
are at home at my house.** But not one "look 
back'* is permitted, even in these most natural 
and unquestionable things. A full notification 
is given to all who would be his disciples, that 
* 'the Son of man hath not where to lay his head ;*' 
that they * 'shall be hated of all men for my 
name sake,*' "persecuted," "betrayed," "de- 
livered up to the synagogues," "imprisoned," 
"brought before tuletSy'* "hated" and "put to 
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death," and "he thatkiUeth you will think that 
he doeth God service." 

Renan and others speak of Jesus as an ' 'in- 
spired peasant," and a "rehgious enthusiast" 
But to our mind it is equally shocking, to hear 
Him characterized as "a Jew, " and compound- 
ing with the prejudices and perversions of Jew- 
ish worship and with those whose "/t^atts were 
far from God." 

3. Let us now appeal to the record, for light 
upon His real attitude toward these "Jews' 
passover. " He availed himself of all fit oppor- 
tunities to preach to the people. He took ad- 
vantage of the facilities afforded by the syna- 
gogues and the feasts, to reach them, until their 
use was no longer permitted ; as when at Naza- 
reth "they thrust him out of the city. " But 
the feasts themselves were as certainly and in- 
variably disowned by Him, as they had been for 
generations by His father. The first Passover 
that Jesus attended after His baptism is men- 
tioned in John ii, 13. To it Je-sus came as the 
"swift witness," foretold by Malachi, with His 
"scourge of small cords" and "drove them all 
out of the Temple, and the sheep and the oxen, 
and overthrew the tables," because they "had 
made it a den of thieves." WJiat words could 
more vividly tell us of the chasm thus opened 
between himself and every participant in this 
feast? He spake of his own coming death, and 
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wrought ''miracles,*' but **did not trust himself 
unto them/' 

In John vi. we are told of another "pass- 
over feast of the Jews that was nigh. " A * 'great 
multitude came unto him," probably on their 
way, and ready to go to the feast at Jerusalem. 
It was there that he gave the multitude that 
memorable ante-passover feast. It was to them 
that he declared himself to be the true passover 
lamb, whose * 'flesh I will give for the life of the 
world." "For my flesh is meat indeed, and my 
blood is drink indeed." " I am the living bread 
which came down from heaven." Thus the law 
was superceded, and these were ' ' hard say- 
ings," but they were "the words of eternal 
life." We hear nothing more of ^Hhe feasty** 
but are told that "Jesus walked in Gallilee, for 
he would not walk in Jewry, because the Jews 
sought to kill him." 

In John vii there is "the Jews' feast of taber- 
nacles," spoken of as at hand. The brethren of 
our Lord desired him to go, but he bade them 
go on up to the feast, for his time had not yet 
come. He still abode in Gallilee. But " about 
the midst of the feast Jesus went up into the 
temple and taught." And he testified of that 
whole Jewish world, that the works thereof were 
evil, and told them that none of them kept the 
law ! Then they * ' hated " him, and went about 
to kill him, and sent officers to take him, but 



Jesus went alone to the Mount of Olives. 
Nothing more unnatural could well be con- 
jectured, we should think, than that Jesus had 
anything to do with the passing festivities of this 
feast. 

We now come to an examination of the facts 
connected with the passover which Jesus did 
eat — not with the Jews, but with his disciples. 
We shall try to simpUfy and put into compact 
narrative form the accounts in the gospels, as 
we understand them. It appears that the Lord 
was in Bethany, at the house of Simon, the 
leper, until fifth day, the 13th of Nisan or 
April. It was here that Mary anointed his 
body aforehand to the burying. See Mark 
xiv. He sent Peter and John into the city to 
"prepare us the passover, that we may eat." 
They went accordingly, and found the good 
man of the house, and were shown the guest's 
chamber, and they made ready the passover. 
What this preparation consisted of must of 
course remain to some extent a matter of un- 
certainty. But I fully concur in the opinion 
that it meant no more than to procure the 
room, and perhaps cleanse it, and provide some 
unleavened bread, wine, water, vinegar and bit- 
ter herbs. This they did without doubt. It 
may be, also, that they purchased a lamb, 
ready for the sacrifice of the passover the next 
day. Let us remember that the time is now 
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fifth day evening, the 13th of Nisan, and no 
passover lamb could possibly be legally slain 
until ' ' in the fonrteenth day of the first month 
(Nisan, now April) at even '* or afternoon. Lev. 
xxiii: 5. 

If then there was no lamb at this supper, it 
was not the "passover of the Jews. " And if 
there was a lamb, it is to make them law 
breakers. Which will we have? Not only so, 
it was the work of the priests to kill the pass- 
over lamb and pour out the blood at the foot of 
the altar. (Ezra vi, 20.) The lawful time was 
not until "even," as we have seen, and it seems 
well settled that the usual time was about three 
o'clock on the 14th of Nisan. It was just at 
this time, or "the ninth hour, that Jesus cried with 
a loud voice and yielded up the ghost." This 
was on 6th day, or Friday, the 14th of Nisan, 
that the great anti-type of the passover lamb 
suffered and died. "Now from the sixth hour 
there was darkness over all the land, unto the 
ninth hour." "And the veil of the temple was 
rent in twain, and the earth did quake and the 
rocks rent." "It is more than probable that the 
passover was not eaten at all, in the whole land 
of Judea that year ! " says Dr. Clarke. And this 
probability, we think, must seem very strong to 
every one who considers the awful and super- 
natural portents and darkness that shrouded the 
land, just when the work, of killing the lambs 
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was to be entered upon. How wonderful a 
fitting the symbol that the anti-type, should in 
this day of fulfillment, shut out the use of the 
type by these convulsions of all nature ! Now 
let us go back for a moment and establish 'more 
fully some of these suggestions. That this 
"supper" was "before the feast of the passover" 
b dear from John xiii, i-3. Also that it was 
nol that feast is proven by John xiii, 27-29, 
"After the sop" Jesus said to Judas: "That 
thou doest. do quickly." The disciples thought 
that he meant "buy those things that we have 
need of against the feast," because he had the 
money. Again, when they led Jesus to Pilate 
on the morning of the 14th, they would not de- 
file themselves by going into the judgment hall, 
so "tliat they might eat the passover." And 
Pilate in his condescension "went out unto 
them." — John xviii, 28-29. Once more, when 
Pliate brought Jesus forth to the Jews and said, 
"Behold your king, " it was "about the sixth 
hour," or 12 o'clock, and it was "the prepara- 
tion" to kill the passover. — ^John xix, 14. I 
am at a loss to think of any additional proof 
that would avail anything with those who still 
think that Jesus ate ' 'the passover of the Jews" 
with his disciples on that memorable evening, 
before he suffered. I submit then that it was a 
passover widely differing from that, and of 
own instituting. 
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On this hypothesis everything is easily recon- 
ciled, since the few seeming difficulties that 
remain rest on the peculiar meaning of some of 
the terms used. 

For myself, I have not the slightest hesitation 
in rejecting every theory that requires an apology 
for the doings and instructions of our Lord and 
his apostles, or makes their example incompat- 
ible with good christian practice in every age of 
the world. 



CHAPTER VIII. 

The Lord's Suppef Instituted, 

We now come directly to the affirmative posi- 
tion, that, in the night in which Jesus was 
betrayed, after eating apassovet supper with his 
disciples, *'He took bread and gave thanks, and 
broke it and gave it unto them, saying, this is 
my body which is given for you ; this do in 
7einembrance of we. Likewise also the cup, say- 
ing, this cup is the new testament in my blood 
which is shed for you ; drink ye all of it.*' 

This is the sum and substance of the accounts in 
the Gospels, and whether stated by one or by all 
of them, it matters not the least, if it is a true 
witness that speaks. But a fuller amplification 
of th e Gospel narrative is to be found in Paul's 
epistle to the Corinthians. And we have our 
part in these instructions, since they are addressed 
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to the church of God at Corinth, with ' " all thatj 
in every place, call upon the name of Jes 
Christ," etc. Paul says that "he delivered und 
^^la, first of all, that which I also received, hoi 
that Christ^died for our sins, according to 1 
Scriptures, and that he was buried, and that 1 
rose again, according to the Scriptures," etc. 

Again he declares, "I V^-^^ received of the L 
that which I also delivered unto you. That ti 
Lord Jesus, the same night in which he 
betrayed, took bread, and when he had give! 
thanks he broke it, and said, take, ear, this i 
my body which is broken for you. Tliis da % 
remembtance of me. After the same mannell 
also, he took the cup, when he had supped, sav 
ing, this cup is the new testament in my bloo« 
this do ye, as often as ye drink it inremembra 
of me. For as often as ye eat this bread a 
drink this cup, ye do shew the Lord's death fi 
he come. " (i Cor. xi : 23, 26.) 

Now, if Paul " received " the gospel, 
affirmed in chap, xv : 3, it must also be true tl 
he ' 'received of the Lord that which he deliver*^ 
unto the Corinthians in chap. xi. He declare^ 
(i Cor.ii : 1 3),that he speaks"the words which tl 
Holy Ghost teacheth. " And, in view of all < 
these things, let us give heed to the injunction 
of chap, xiv : 37 : "If any man think himself t 
be a prophet or spititnal, let him acknowUdA 
that the things that I write unto you aietMe cot 
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mandments of the Lotd,'* For nearly nineteen 
hundred years his church has so understood it, 
though oftentimes all through that period, and 
everywhere, * ' many are weak and sickly and 
many sleep, not discerning the Lord's body." 
And it remains as true to-day as when it was 
penned, that '*if we would judge ourselves, we 
should not be judged," and chastened of the 
Lord. How salutary such an admonition 
for all the Lord's people in this very day. It is 
true there have been many errors and abuses, 
and it is also true that these have often been 
magnified and falsely attributed. We shall 
leave all of that and try to build * * over against 
our own house." 

I, The intention of our Lord in this simple 
service, was primarily a memorial of Himself, 
"In remembrance of me." And of himself, in 
connection with his sacrificial death on the cross. 
It was his standing provision against man's 
forgetfulness. It is through faith in his blood, 
or at the cross, where his body was broken for 
us, that every soul begins to live. And it is 
only by a continued partaking of that broken 
body, or bread of life, that every soul continues 
to live. By a continual participation in that 
shed blood, that every soul continues to to be 
sheltered, cleansed and nourished. (John 

vi:53, 58.) 

Not only so ; no realization of new and ad- 
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vanccd privileges in resurrection life must ever 
be allowed to efface the memory of the great fact 
that, "when we were enemies we were reconciled 
to God by the death of his Son." " A Syrian 
ready to perish was my father," is an acknow- 
ledgement which is always appropriate for us, 
even though we "are come in into the land." 
There is no man while in the flesh that is so 
spiritual, as not to need the use of all God- 
appointed means, that shall tend to promote a 
chastened spirit, communion with God, and a 
sense of "the fellowship of the sufferings of 
Christ." 

2. A second purpose accomplished by this 
service is, to "show the Lord's death till He 
come." This is an object lesson which all the 
world needs, and which the Lord provided they 
should have in the institution of the passover 
feast. God has honored the use of object teach- 
ing in this very thing, "When your children 
shall .say, what mean ye by this service?"' then 
the way is opened to explain it to them. Now 
when we work and teach, and preach in the 
power of the Spirit, we can and do exhibit to 
on-lookers the manifested power of our living, 
risen Lord. But this is not the primary instruc- 
tion that the sinner needs, or can understand. 
He must begin at "the death of our Lord," and 
needs , and ought to have, every possible lesson 
that we can give him, addressing his heart, his 
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head, and his eyes. This is to go on till the end 
of the age, which may indeed be soon enough. 
I will not detain for a moment with that mis- 
chievous and serious misapprehension of Script- 
ure, that the Lord has **come,*' in such a way as 
to end this memorial. In this day there are few, 
we trust, that have not yielded that point. 

3. A third and most blessed object of this 
service, is to promote the unity and fellowship 
of all believers. It is under the direction and 
guidance of the ''one Spirit" of God, that **we 
are all baptized into one body." And the 
Christian's responsibility to ''endeavor to keep 
the unity of the Spirit," will never cease. It is 
the unity of the *'one body" of Christ that is to 
be kept, not the unity of some other body, nor 
even that of some one member of this body. 
But the ''one Spirit" is the only unifier, and 
must penetrate the entire system. In one sense 
a hand may be perfect, and its unity with itself 
complete, and yet it may be so palsied with loss 
of nerve power as to be utterly useless to the 
body, and uncontrolable by the head or the will. 
Now one of the first efforts and fruits of regen- 
eration is to seek the fellowship of others who 
have been born again. A common sympathy 
in spiritual things created the first nucleus of the 
Christian church. We read about them "going 
to their own company. " Whatever pfomotes the 
assurance of inward agreement, and a commun- 
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ity of interests, deepens faith and encouragi 
obedience. But the unhappy mystic can never 
find a real brother — he must sit alone. Isaac 
Brown says: "By remembering in religio us 
feUoiKship the dying- of the Lord Jesus, Chns- 
tians are doing that which is in accordance with 
his will, and thereby they honor Him." 

" Moreover, the offering up of Christ for our 
sins was a fact of which converts, just emerged 
out of darkness and heathenism, needed to be 
especially reminded, and to them there may 
have been no small advantage in the remem 
brance of this great truth being associated with 
love-feasts, tending to bind them together in 
brotherly unity. In this there is nothing at 
variance with the spirit of the Gospel." Joseph 
Cooper says: "Apart from these evils, to sim- 
ple commemorative meals, as a means of pro- 
moting unity and fellowship among Christians, 
no objection can be made." Now I am not 
pretending to quote all that tliese eminent 
Friends have said, but it is not a little remarka- 
ble that they should thus, at the close of their 
elaborate essays against this ordinance, thus 
frankly and fully concede about all that any of 
us claim. 

Perhaps we need to be reminded that ) 
" darkness of heathenism " is no darker ii 
soul than another, and if an "advantage" 
Corinthian converts, why not to an Ohio or i 
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Indiana convert ? What is there, we ask, in the 
Christian religion, either of doctrine or practice, 
that we may not abandon, if this argument of 
*' abuse*' is to prevail, and these precedents of 
disuse as a remedy are to be followed ? How 
can you stand before God in a day of account 
with such an excuse as this ? It is born of fear, 
and nurtured by cowardice. It seems too triv- 
ial almost to ask attention to objections, and in- 
genious evasions of the force of the arguments 
on this question, but we had better touch upon 
one or two. 

It is said that '* the command to wash feet was 
given in language most full and unequivocal,*' 
but nobody obeys that ! Well, if it is, they 
ought to, and if it is ** unequivocal,** to disregard 
it is willful sin against God, and it is simply ag- 
gravated to make one act of rebellion an excuse 
for others. But it is all a mistake. It is not 
unequivocal. Nay, it is not understood as a 
'* command '* at all, and was never understood 
by the early Church in the same light as the 
absolute and repeated **This do,'* *' Take, eat,*' 
''This do ye,*' ''Take this,'* "Drink ye all of 
it,** of our Lord. He says, "I have given you 
an example (not a command), that ye should do 
as I have done, that ye ought to wash one 
another*s feet.** Now here is a matter wholly 
between themselves — men and men — and not 
between God and men ! How can the two 




be compared ? It is just as impossible for the 
one to be a worshipful act, and of the nature of 
those set forth at the Supper, as it is impossible 
that these can be merely of a human character. 
Nevertheless, the lesson of the foot-washing is a 
blessed one, and in its true import is, we trust, 
followed by some of the Lord's own disciples, 
even in this day. When the noble Mrs. Fletcher 
went, for Jesus' sake, into the kitchen of a sister 
in Christ, who was ill, and with her own hands 
ministered to her for weeks, she did it. And 
so of thousands. 

Now we are constantly reminded of the great 
spirituality of those of other denominations who 
are coming to "Friends' views'" on this line. I 
am free to say that I have little confidence in 
any such statements. I do not find it true, it 
is often the case that those who have never 
understood the right place for these things, and 
have drifted aiong with more or less of depend- 
ence on them instead of Christ, and, of coursQ 
always disappointed, have re-acted irom such o 
servance and seek a kind of compensation in tl 
opposite extreme. This is the story of ritualisB 
all the way along and on both sides of the que 
tion. The truth of God must be held in equal 
balance against all comers, by the true church ofi* 
Christ. In the middle of the highway of holfc 
ness is the place to travel, and if some peoptf 
have upset in one ditch, it can be of no use 1 
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them or anybody else for us to rush into the one 
on the opposite side of the road. But I am 
persuaded that in this day of lawlessness, it is far 
oftener the case that men grow independent and 
impatient of the plain and unvarnished **thus 
saith the Lord.'* A great deal is said about 
Rev. iii, 20, as ** the true supper. " Nowhere 
is an offer of restoration and fellowship to a back- 
slidden church, one that was miserable and poor 
and blind, and neither cold nor hot, and about 
to be spewed out of God's mouth, and it actual- 
ly came to pass afterwards. There is no supper 
at all in the case, only as a conditional and hypo- 
thetical thing. It is quite remarkable that under 
these conditions, that little word **sup" should 
mean so much, and the oft repeated word 
"supper, '* with all of its sacred associations and 
in its often repeated significance, should mean 
so little, and almost be proscribed from our 
vocabulary. But we must take our leave of this 
deeply interesting and important subject. We 
trust that the good hand of our God has been 
upon us during its examination. The good old 
ship of our church has, we think, a few bad 
planks about her that ought to be replaced with 
better ones, but there should be no mutiny on 
board, because our Captain can not get the under 
officers and crew to agree to the renovation. 
She is a pretty staunch old vessel yet, and has 
weathered many a storm, and best of all the 
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Captain offers to be our pilot and take the helm. 
And we tliink we can unite in committing it all 
to Him. Let brethren beloved, with whom I 
have differed, be assured of unabated regard, 
and give me still a place in your affection and 
your prayers. And may our Heavenly Shep- 
herd lead us by the hand that was pierced, beside 
the still waters and into the eternal pastures 
beyond. 

CHAPTER IX. 
Conclusion, 
Sometimes it is frankly admitted that these out- 
ward rites were "extensively practiced by the 
early church, " but are not of ' ' perpetual obliga- 
tion." Then ^gain it is "unsafe ground to 
imitate the apostles, or do things because they 
did them," and again that "the true way to fol- 
low their example, is to adapt ourselves to the 
needs of our times, as they did." And then we 
take great comfort in the fate of the brazen ser- 
pent, and our anxiety is so great to see "ritual- 
ism," (not our kind) ground to powder, that in 
the absence of any orders from the Lord to that 
effect, we set about it on our own account. 
Abuses ! yes, plenty of them, in reference to 
every good gift of God. The Roman Catholics 
have so abused the requirement of self denial, 
that Protestants seem to be afraid of its exercise 
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at all, but the command still stands just the 
same. 

Our forefathers avowed the reformation of 
abuses to be the end of their endeavor, and 
"not schemes of doctrine or new forms of wor- 
ship," says Wm. Penn. In speaking of the 
Lord's supper, Isaac Brown says: "It has been 
rather against the abuse of the observance, than 
the observance itself, that Friends have pro- 
tested. Had the partaking of the supper been 
observed two hundred years ago, as in apostolic 
churches, etc., there would probably have been 
on the part of early Friends, no protest against 
it." Now Paul's way of reforming abuses in 
the Corinthian church, was to rebuke them for 
the wrong and instruct them in the right, and so 
set things in order again, and in this he followed 
the Lord Jesus, and his life was a rule ol 
Christly conduct, that we are commanded to 
obey. "Be ye followers of me, even as I am of 
Christ." And it is high time that we re-affirm 
the primary and paramount authority of Holy 
Scripture, and the practices of Christ and his 
apostles as binding and profitable to the church 
to the end of the world, as a Divinely 
authenticated record of the will of God in the 
establishment of a system of faith and works 
delivered to the saints as a sacred trust, and to 
be handed down to the last age in purity and 
perpetuity. And it is certain that every error 



which has proven destructive to the cliurch of 
Christ, from those of the Romans to the Ranters, 
arc directly traceable to the principle of adding to 
or taking from the word of God, and this on 
various pretenses, either in doctrine or in 
practice. 

When "other writin^js rise up between men 
and the scriptures," it must bring forth its 
inevitable and legitimate fruit of schism- 
Champions of every "ite" and "'ism" will 
each make that class of quotations which suit 
them, and all of such are fallible and irrecon- 
cilable by mortal men. It is a hollow mockery 
to appeal to Scriptures, while yet tenaciously 
adhering to somebody's traditional interpretatioBj 
of them. 

There are those who are never satisfied witj 
the simple truth of God until it is befogged M 
personal opinions, or enveloped in tradition, 
interpretations. These arc preferred to plai 
Bible authority, and vagueness seems to be ^ 
very criterion of truth. 

Infidelity has di.>guised itself in the garb < 
Christian teachers, and the reasonable concea 
tions of men are plausibly offered as a substitun 
for plain Bible truths. A hyper-spirituality li 
ever been zealous to teach the people that sui 
an outward revelation is little else but a supeS 
fluity. inasmuch as the " light within oursetvq^ 
is ail sufiicicnt for our guidance." To set E 
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naught the Bible and deprive it of Divine 
authority, is the incessant work of Satan. And 
his grandest success is seen in the work of those 
who make the truth of God seem to contradict 
itself, because then it is easy to put out of the 
way the part that don't suit us. 

On every side we hear the mutterings of the 
mighty storm of infidelity which is raging about 
us. Every institution and doctrine of the Chris- 
tion religion is assailed. The attack upon the 
sources of our faith is most insidious and vari" 
ously conducted. Learning, science and an- 
tiquity are all invoked to prove that the Scrip- 
tures are not trustworthy. The supernatural in 
religion, the immortality of the soul, and the 
personality of God, are questions of every day 
debate. And it is no less shamefully apparent 
that even the so-called church has its part in the 
ruin which is being wrought by this destructive 
criticism. It is seen in an amazing ingenuity 
which comes to the aid of hyper-spirituality in 
eliminating authority and value from the word of 
God. It does this by pointing out the ignorance, 
frailties and ritualism of the Apostles, even in 
their post-pentecostal life and work, and thus 
reducing the religion of the New Testament to 
an interesting religious and historical phenome- 
non. This opens the way for all manner of ad- 
vancement so called, under the delusion that 
plenary inspiration is not yet ended, and that 
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the church is as capable of solving the problems 
of its belief and usage in this day, as it was in 
the days of the Apostles ! Once again I solemn- 
ly entreat every true member of the church of 
Christ to join in reefing our sails, and to put the 
helm of our craft into the hands of the great 
Pilot, and then obey with loyal circumspection 
His every command so that, although sailing in 
the midst of mighty currents of thought and 
cataracts of blasphemous infidelity, we may not 
be dashed in pieces by the breakers, upon a 
rocky shore, and shrouded in eternal darkness. 
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The Friend that followed me in support of 
the proposition before the Yearly Meeting has 
mainly dwelt upon criticisms concerning my 
argument and myself. I am quite unworthy 
such marked attention, and should have supposed 
that the merits of the affirmative were worthy of 
more than they received. Be that as it may, 
there are a few of the points to which I must 
allude, and all the more so as I declined to de- 
tain the Meeting to do so at that time. I have 
no desire to minimize the effort of my friend, 
but commend it for the examination of all, as 
about as fair and able as anything in that line. 
We have listened with deep interest, and also 
to the remarks of our venerable friend, Jno. 
Butler ; and I sincerely pray that God may bless 
all of our meditations on this most important and 
interesting subject. 

If it be true that not more than ' 'one person out 
of every hundred members in the Society" is 
* 'unsound'* upon this question, I must suggest 
the very needless character of this proceedure. 
And, also, it seems incredible that there should 
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be such occasion for alarm on account of being 
"cut off" from the "brotlicrhood of Yearly 
Meetings." Surely if the Lord would spare 
Sodom, for the sake of ten righteous, Ohio 
Yearly Meeting will not be wantonly destroyed 
on account of the/orty defective members out of 
her /our l/iiiiisa'id loyal ones. And even if the 
estimate made be somewhat small, there can be 
no occasion for the distressing alarm of our 
friend. Neither does this view of the situation 
at all comport with his severe indictment of the 
nieeting of ministers and elders of Ohio Yearly 
Meeting. 

And if the responsibility with which he charges 
them is indeed so "awful," our brother is to be 
congratulated that none of these respohsibilities, 
either as Minister or Elder, rests upon him. His 
denunciations of "unsoundness," "erroneous 
practice," "pernicious teaching, " etc., arc quite 
frequent and rather unstinted, but perhaps ex- 
cusable under all the circumstances. 

It is only of very recent date that these 
"grand expositors" have arisen to e."i£plain that 
the whole thing is unpardonably "unsound in 
doctrine," and "erroneous in practice." And 
that every apologist is a "deceiver, whose 
mouth must be stopped." And we greatly 
fear that there are many whose eyes will not 
be opened until, like Saul, they h<ild t)ie clotliea 
of those who are foremost to ratify and promul- 
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gate the ** decrees.*' Those passages in my 
friend's address which are of a personal nature, 
I hope will be entirely overlooked by all, since 
** that which is well taken cannot be ill meant." 
But in reference to my testimony in Canada, my 
friend sees an inconsistency, and intimates other 
things, of so horrible a nature, that he kindly 
* 'forbears utterance. *' Well, as has been said 
by others, so I may say, * ' he did not read all 
that I said." And I now say there is not one 
word in my testimony in that court that is con- 
tradictory to my argument at this time, con- 
cerning the wrong of a church of Christ '* sup- 
pressing" convictions by law, which that church 
agreed were neither a moral nor a doctrinal de- 
fection. 1 said there that I did not hold the 
Society responsible for my convictions, nor did 
I think at that time (two years ago) they would 
sustain me in them. I further said that I had 
not promulgated my views in my public min- 
istry, but in conversation, and in controversial 
articles in the papers. I did not intimate such a 
thing as any ** suppression" of any kind. 

I simply drew a distinction between my minis- 
terial work in the past, which I characterized as 
* 'public, "and my other duties, of which 1 spoke 
by comparison as ''private." I have not the 
"report at hand, but I think the reporter had it 
substantially correct. 

Once more, let us see that it is fiot an • 'end of 
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liberty" of conscience, or at all inconsistent with 
our position of not "judging one another, " to 
also prove the Bible doctrine, as we understand 
it. For example, it is clearly recorded in the 
Bible as "the will of God, even your sanctifica- 
tion." I see it that way. I try to establish this 
claim to the satisfaction of my brother, and get 
it enforced upon his conscience. But I succeed 
in neither. Now I cannot yield the truth of 
God on my part, but I have no warrant for en- 
forcing it by law upon my brother. This is not 
the will of God. It must be left with m"en to 
believe or not believe, to act or not to act, in 
moral freedom, without being judged by their 
fellows, and on this principle we iiave acted very 
largely, and the gravamen of my wrong is that 
I stand by it, for myself and my fellow members. 
Neither circumcision nor uncircumcisionavail- 
eth anything. Neither does the formalism that 
adopts and rcHes upon forms, nor tlie formalism 
that rejects forms and reUes upon its rejection. 
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